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Preface 


There are approximately 200,000 cottages in Ontario repre- 
senting a sizeable sector of our tourism and outdoor recreation 
facilities. 


Because of this importance, the Travel Research Branch de- 
cided that a detailed study of the social-economic characteristics 
of the cottage owners and their travel patterns should be prepared. 


In 1968, a questionnaire was sent to approximately one per cent 
of all cottage owners with Ontario Hydro contracts in the province. 
Analysis of the replies was made by Travel Research Branch and 
Kates, Peat, Marwick & Co. The report based on this analysis is 
hereby presented. 


Yours sincerely, 


Peter Klopchic, Ph.D. 
Director, Travel Research Branch 


April, 1971 
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cottage, by origin and vacation area, 1962-1966 


Number of boat owners, by origin of cottage owners — total 


sample 


Respondents’ expenditures on usage of cottage, by origin — 
(unexpanded ) 


Expenditure on boats, by origin of cottage owners — (expanded) 
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Graph Number Title 
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Distribution of cottage owners by age and origin 


Comparison of the age of cottage owners with all heads of 
households, by origin. 


Comparison of age indices, by origin 
Distribution of cottage owners by education and origin 


Comparison of the education of cottage owners with all heads of 
households, by origin 


Comparison of education indices, by origin 
Distribution of cottage owners by occupation and origin 


Comparison of the occupation of cottage owners with all heads 
of households, by origin 


Comparison of occupation indices, by origin 
Distribution of cottage owners by family income, and origin 


Comparison of the family income of cottage owners with all 
families, by origin 


Comparison of family income indices, by origin 
Distribution of cottage owning households by size and origin 


Comparison of the cottage owning household size with size of 
all households, by origin 


Comparison of household size indices, by origin 


Cottage owner’s household size and ownership of sailboat or 
more than 40 h.p. motorboat 


Summary of Findings 


The study analyzed the demographic and 
other characteristics of cottage owners in 
Ontario, determined cottage utilization, and 
estimated the economic significance of cot- 
tages to the Province. Our findings in these 
areas are discussed below. 


Profile of Cottagers 


The average cottage owner was found to 
be older (45 years of age and over) than 
the average household head. Ontario cot- 
tage owners were found to be younger than 
American cottage owners. Most of them 
(89.7 per cent) were married. 


Cottage owners were found to have at- 
tained a higher level of education than the 
level attained by the average head of house- 
hold in Ontario and the U.S. Also, they 
held better jobs — about half of them being 
professionals, managers or proprietors. Am- 
erican cottage owners were found to be 
more highly educated than Ontario cottage 
owners. The average annual family income 
of cottage owners ($10,120) was higher 
than the average family income in Ontario 
and in the U.S. 


The average number of persons per cot- 
tage-owning household was found to be 
larger than the average per household in 
Ontario and the U.S., and the average On- 
tario cottage-owning household was larger 
than its American counterpart. A cottage 
owner travels an average of 122 miles one 
way to reach his cottage and he has owned 
it for an average of 14.3 years. 


It was found that 87 per cent of cottage 
owners own their permanent living accom- 
modation, the most common type being a 
single detached house. Also, 83 per cent of 


the cottagers own or rent a boat — the most 
common being an outboard motorboat. 
Cottage owners frequently own more than 
one car, and their main reason for selecting 
the cottage site was proximity to their resi- 
dence and road accessibility. 


Characteristics of Cottages 
and Cottage Utilization 


About 61 per cent of the cottages were 
built on sites 0.9 acres or less; 83 per cent 
had water frontage, and 88 per cent were 
accessible by automobile. 


Cottage owners were found to have spent 
an average of about 11 weekends at their 
cottages during the six months from May 
to October. Those from Ontario spent more 
weekends at their cottages than did their 
American counterpart. Also, a little more 
than half of the cottage owners visited their 
cottages during the other six months from 
November to April. It was found that over 
the last few years, increasing numbers of 
cottagers took their vacation away from the 
cottage, and increasing percentages of cot- 
tage owners from Ontario went to the U.S. 
for their vacation. 


It was found that about 94 per cent of 
the cottage owners own their cottage for 
personal use only, and the immediate fam- 
ily of about 45 per cent of the owners spend 
all summer at the cottage. About 95 per 
cent of cottage owners entertained weekend 
guests and slightly less than half had 
friends or relatives at their cottage on an- 
nual vacation. 

Some cottage owners owned a boat sim- 
ply because of necessity, since it was the 
only way they could get to their cottage. 


The most popular use of the boat, however, 
was found to be for hunting and fishing. 


Almost all the cottage owners liked the 
area in which their cottage is located, but 
observed that entertainment and other 
recreational facilities in their area are poor 
or non-existent. 


Economic Significance 
of Cottages 


The cottager paid an average of $96.13 
in municipal taxes annually on his cottage, 
$262.84 on cottage maintenance and repair, 
and $446.88 on other non-itemized expend- 
itures. Those who owned boats incurred 
further expense, depending on the type 
and number of boats owned. 


It was estimated that in 1967 the cottage 
owners in Ontario spent about $171 million, 


or an average of about $855.00 per cottage 
owner. Americans owning cottages in On- 
tario spent about $31 million on cottaging, 
of which $29 million was spent in Ontario 
and $2 million in the U.S.A. 


Trends in Cottaging 


Because of increasing urbanization and 
its ramifications, more people are trying to 
get away from the crowded cities to cottage 
areas. It is expected that by 1975 the num- 
ber of cottages in Ontario will have in- 
creaséd from 200,000 to 250,000. 


This most interesting assignment demon- 
strates the importance of cottages in our 
provinces as a source of recreation and 
economic activity. 


elie 


Introduction 


In Ontario, one household out of ten 
owned a cottage in 1967. Cottages are the 
scene of much recreational activity, not 
only to owners but to others since a major- 
ity of owners frequently entertain weekend 
guests as well as friends and relatives on 
annual vacation. In many cases, the owner’s 
immediate family spend all summer at the 
cottage. Also, when they are not being 
used by the owners, many private cottages 
are rented to other people. 


Cottages are of economic significance to 
Ontario. Cottage owners spend substantial 
amounts on cottaging every year. Many 
cottages in Ontario are owned by Ameri- 
cans and thereby have some impact on 
Canada’s balance of payments. 


The number of cottages in Ontario is 
increasing rapidly. New subdivisions are 
being developed in cottage areas, and 
there is a trend towards small farms being 
used as cottage properties. Cottage utiliza- 
tion is increasing, not only in summer but 
also in winter. 


Recognizing the significance of these 
phenomena, the Travel Research Branch 
of the Ontario Department of Tourism and 
Information undertook a survey of the 
owners of cottages in Ontario. The objec- 
tives of the survey were to: 


1. Ascertain the demographic and other 


characteristics of cottage owners. 


2. Determine the pattern of cottage utiliza- 
tion by the owners, their families and 
guests. 


3. Establish the cottagers’ annual outlay on 
their cottage, boat and other expenses 


incurred during their visit(s) to the 
cottage. 


The survey’s target population was com- 
prised of the 125,207 owners who had a 
“seasonal residence” contract with Ontario 
Hydro in 1967. A seasonal residence, as 
defined by Ontario Hydro, is any dwelling 
Or any non-productive farm that is being 
used for only part of the year. (A farm is 
considered non-productive if so designated 
by the Department of Agriculture.) Even 
if a cottage is used by the owner through- 
out the year, it would be considered a 
seasonal residence if the address were dif- 
ferent from the owner’s permanent address. 
Ontario Hydro has pointed out that there 
is a great deal of flexibility in applying the 
term, with much depending on the person 
in charge of each area. Thus, the exact de- 
finition of a seasonal residence could vary 
from area to area within Ontario. 


Excluded from the target population were 
about 35-40 per cent of cottage owners who 
had no “seasonal residence” contract with 
Ontario Hydro. 


The Survey questionnaires were mailed 
to 1,200 cottagers on the Ontario Hydro 
contract list. The sample was selected by 
taking every 100th name on the randomized 
list. A 50 per cent response was expected 
and the non-responses were to be followed 
up. As only 307 cottagers responded, a 
follow-up was instituted which resulted in 
another 40 cottagers returning completed 
questionnaires. On the whole, the responses 
were only 0.28 per cent of the target popu- 
lation of 125,207. 
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Presentation and Validity of Results 


Validity of Survey 


It is estimated there were approximately 
200,000 cottages, ie. seasonally used dwel- 
lings, in the Province of Ontario in 1967. 
This estimate is accurate within 10 per cent 
of the total. The 347 completed question- 
naires in this survey therefore constitute a 
0.17 per cent sample of the total population 
of cottages. 

To determine if the sample was biased, 
some of the results were compared with 
those obtained from a survey conducted by 
the Ontario Department of Highways in 
1964, which was based on a 28 per cent 


sample of Ontario Hydro summer cottage 
customers. This latter survey was designed 
to determine the distribution of cottages in 
the resort areas of Ontario, the origin of 
the cottagers and their demographic cha- 
racteristics. 

A comparison was made of the distribu- 
tion of cottages owned by respondents to 
this survey as well as the earlier survey, 
with the distribution of the universe of 
Ontario Hydro summer cottage customers. 
(See comparison in following table. ) 


LOCATION OF PRIVATE COTTAGES 
(IN PER CENT) 


COUNTY OR DISTRICT DHO 1964* 


(Approx.) 


Muskoka 10.5% 
Simcoe CIB Bak 


Peterborough 7.2 
Parry Sound 4.2 
Bruce 4.2 
Victoria eee 
Lanark 20 
Grey 127. 
Haliburton 6.5 
Huron 17 
Sudbury 4.5 
Hastings 1.8 
Renfrew 3.0 
Kenora 20 
Leeds 2.3 
York 2.8 
Cochrane 0 
Manitoulin 0.6 
Rest of Ontario 28.5 


TOTAL 100.0% 


* Ontario Department of Highways 
** Ontario Hydro Electric Power Commission ; 
*** Ontario Department of Tourism and Information 


OHEPC** 
1967 1968 


11:1% 14.6% +3.5% 

11.8 14.0 +2.2 
7.0 5.6 —1.4 
4.5 4.5 me 
4.9 4.5 —0.4 
5.4 4.1 —1.3 
2.0 3.3 +1.5 
19 3.0 +1.1 
oie 3.0 —2.5 
5 3.0 +1.5 
2.1 3.0 +0.9 
eat at +0.6 
22 on —0.1 
i Zul +0.5 
2.7 1.8 —0.9 
3.8 1.8 —2.0 
0.7 1.8 +1.1 
0.7 1.8 +1.1 

23.5 23.0 —5.5 


100.0% 


Difference 
from OHEPC 
Estimate 


T& [z=* 


100.0% 


=e 


Except for Muskoka, Haliburton, Simcoe 
and York, the distributions compare fairly 
well. However, these locations account for 
one-third of all cottages in the province. 


The following table compares the origins 
of cottagers in Ontario, as determined in 
the two surveys. The distributions are very 
similar to one another when the broad 
categories such as Metropolitan Toronto, 


other Ontario, rest of Canada and the U.S. 
are considered. But, as is to be expected 
with a small sample, differences do appear 
when further breakdown of these catego- 
ries is considered. 


The percentage figures have been round- 
ed in the tables of this report; therefore, 
columns do not necessarily total precisely 
100 per cent in all instances. 


ORIGINS OF COTTAGERS !N ONTARIO, 1964 and 1968 
(IN PER CENT) 


ORIGIN 


a aS 


* N= Sample Size 


D.H.O. Survey 
1964 (N = 27,000) * 
(All cottages included) 


Toronto 38.0% 35.0% 
Hamilton 4.8 5.0 
Ottawa 6.2 5.4 
London 3.0 2.6 
Kitchener 2.3 2.6 
Sudbury 6.6 2.6 
Thunder Bay 1.6 fel Ty 
Rest of Ontario 23.5 28.3 
SUB TOTAL — ONTARIO 36.0% 83.0% 
Rest of Canada 2.0 2.6 
SUB TOTAL — CANADA 88.0% 85.6% 
New York 2.2 4.0 
Michigan 4.1 4.9 
Ohio 2.4 1.7 
Pennsylvania 0.7 0.6 
Rest of United States 2.6 3.2 
SUB TOTAL — UNITED STATES 12.0% 14.4%, 


T. & |. Survey 
1968 (N = 347)* 
(Cottages served by Hydro) 


mye 


The table following shows a comparison 
of location of cottages owned by the re- 
sidents of Metropolitan Toronto as well as 
residents of the U.S. as obtained in the two 
surveys. The surveys differ from one an- 
other to some extent. In the case of Metro- 


politan Toronto residents, the most signi- 
ficant differences are in the areas of Mus- 
koka, Parry Sound and Haliburton; whereas 
in the case of U.S. residents, the areas of 
Peterborough and Victoria, Bruce and Grey, 
and Huron show the greatest variation. 


COTTAGE OWNERSHIP OF METRO TORONTO AND U.S.A. 
RESIDENTS IN SELECTED RESORT AREAS 
(DHO 1964 and T & | 1968 SURVEYS) 
(IN PER CENT) 


METRO TORONTO 


T&I 
Niai2 


DESTINATION 


Muskoka 25.6% 
Simcoe & York 29.8 


Peterborough & 13.2 
Victoria ; 


Parry Sound 3.3 
Bruce & Grey oS 
Haliburton 5.0 
Huron 0.8 
Kenora 0.0 
Others 19.0 


100.0% 


* N= Sample Size 


Origin-and-destination analysis of the cot- 
tage owners in Ontario was done as shown 
in the following table for selected resort 
areas only. Once again, a comparison was 
made between the results obtained in the 
two surveys. The surveys show some differ- 
ences. 


The four tables referred to in this section 


show that, even though the sample size in 
the current survey was very small, the re- 


100.0% 


DHO 


N = 11,870 


15.4% 6.1% 5.1% 
26.8 2.0 1.6 


1347 10.2 2.4 


7.0 4.1 So 
4.6 8.2 4.0 
13.0 0.0 2.4 
0.2 6.2 3.3 
0.0 2.0 3.4 
tee 61.2 T3e0 


100.0% 100.0% 


sponse characteristics agree with the pre- 
vious survey fairly well. However, as the 
responses are broken down into very small 
areas of origin and destination, the number 
of respondents in each category becomes 
very small, and in some categories so small 
as to be meaningless for statistical pur- 
poses. Therefore, the origins and destina- 
tions of the cottagers in the sample were 
grouped into larger, but more meaningful 
geographical areas. 


— Vil— 


ORIGIN OF COTTAGERS IN SELECTED RESORT AREAS 
DHO 1964 and T & | 1968 SURVEYS 
(IN PER CENT) 


COUNTY OR RESORT AREA DESTINATION 


Bruce County T&! Huron County T&! Muskoka T& I Peterboro Cty. T&! Sudbury Dist, T& | 
ORIGIN Bruce RA, DHO L. Huron-Goderich | Muskoka RA DHO Kawartha RADHO Sudbury RA DHO 
T&I DHO T&I DHO T&I DHO T&I DHO T&I DHO 
Toronto 10.0% 16.2% 100% 3.4% 75.7% 69.2% 52.6% 67.2% 100% 0.8% 
London 13.4 9.3 50.0 42.2 6.1 le7 
Kitchener 26.6 174 0.0 1.5 2.0 1.8 
Peterborough 15.8 22.0 
Sudbury 90.0 98.3 
Manitoulin 
Kenora 
Manitoba 
Michigan 13:3 4.2 30.0 22.4 
New York 4.1 1.1 15.8 0.7 
Ohio 20 0.9 10.5 1.3 
Pennsylvania 
Indiana 
Minnesota 
Others 36.7 SZ.2 10.0 30.5 10.1 25.3 5.3 8.8 0.9 
TOTAL 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
Geographical Aggregation 2. Lake Simcoe /Georgian Bay — South — 
Simcoe, Dufferin, Peel, Halton, York, 
The following broad geographical cate- Ontario, Grey 
gories will be used in the remainder of this 


3. Eastern Ontario — Carleton, Frontenac, 
Lanark, Leeds, Grenville, Lennox and 
Addington, Prescott, Russell, Renfrew, 


report: 
(See maps on next page. ) 


Origin Stormont, Dundas, Glengarry 
Metropolitan Toronto 4, Northern Ontario — Algoma, Cochrane, 
Southern Ontario West of Toronto Kenora, Manitoulin, Nipissing, Rainy 
Southern Ontario East of Toronto River, Sudbury, Thunder Bay, Timis- 
Northern Ontario kaming 
U.S.A. 5. Lakes Erie/Huron — Brant, Bruce, E]- 
Others gin, Essex, Haldimand, Huron, Kent, 

Lambton, Lincoln, Middlesex, Norfolk, 

Cottage areas — aggregations by county Oxford, Perth, Waterloo, Welland, Wel- 

and district lington, Wentworth 

1. Muskoka / Haliburton / Georgian Bay — 6. Kawarthas — Northumberland, Durham, 
North — Haliburton, Muskoka and Parry Peterborough, Prince Edward, Victoria, 


Sound Hastings. 
— Viil— 
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CHAPTER | 


Profile of Cottagers 


Demographic and other characteristics of 
cottagers who responded to the survey were 
analyzed according to their origins and 
destinations in the selected zones. 


The first stage of the analysis examined 
the demographic characteristics of all the 
respondents as one group. Following this, 
the characteristics of cottage owners from 
Ontario and the U.S. were compared se- 
parately with the corresponding character- 
istics of the total population of each of 
these origins. No attempt was made to 
further subdivide cottagers from Ontario 
and the U.S. by their urban centre, pro- 
vince, or state of residence with the excep- 
tion of Metro Toronto, due to the limita- 
tions imposed by the very small sample as 
discussed in the preceding section. 


Wherever possible, the results of this sur- 
vey were compared with those of the 1964 
DHO survey. 


Origin and Destination 


Altogether 346 people (or 99.7 per cent ) 
answered the first two questions regarding 
their home address and the location of 
their cottage. Following is a breakdown of 


cottagers by origin: 


ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNERS 


ORIGIN Number Per cent 
Metro Toronto ved 85.0% 
Rest of Ontario 166 48.0 
Manitoba 6 127 
Quebec 2 0.6 
Other Canada 1 0:3 
Michigan 17 4.9 
New York State 14 4.0 
Ohio 6 7 
Illinois 6 i heat 
Other U.S. 7 2 
TOTAL 346 100.0% 
Did Not State 1 

“Tota Number Pogay 


of Respondents 


It was found that the largest proportion 
of the respondents own cottages in the 
cottage area closest to them; i.e. the largest 
proportion of cottage owners from Metro- 
politan Toronto own cottages in the Lake 
Simcoe and Georgian Bay areas; those from 
South-Western Ontario own cottages mainly 
in the Lake Erie and Huron areas; cottagers 
from South-Eastern Ontario own cottages 
in the Eastern Ontario cottage area and 25 
out of 27 respondents from Northern Onta- 
rio own cottages in the Northern Ontario 
cottage area. (See the following table. ) 


—.,) an 


ORIGIN AND DESTINATION OF COTTAGE OWNERS 


(CROSS-TABULATED) 
Each cell contains: 
Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
overall percentage 
DESTINATION 


Muskoka, 
Haliburton, Lake Simcoe, 


ORIGIN Georgian Georgian Eastern Northern Lakes Erie 
Bay - North Bay - South Ontario Ontario and Huron Kawarthas 
ac Sn a LE I Te ae a a lees Malle a ee ae ge de De | 
AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA AREA 

] 2 3 4 3 6 TOTAL 

Metro Toronto 41. 45. 4. 2. 5. 24. 121. 
33.88 37.19 3.01 1.65 4.13 19.83 100.00 
52.56 63.38 9.09 4.35 10.00 42.86 35.07 
11.88 13.04 1.16 0.58 1.45 6.96 35.07 

Southwestern 26. 21. 5. 1. 29. 6. 88. 
Ontario 29.55 23.86 5.68 1.14 32.95 6.82 100.00 
Sous 29.58 11.36 2.17 58.00 10,71 25.51 
7.54 6.09 1.45 0.29 8.41 1.74 25.51 

Southeastern 3. 2. 27. dy 0. 18. 51. 
Ontario 5.88 3.92 52.94 1.96 0.0 35.29 100.00 
3.85 2.82 61.36 AN I 0.0 32.14 14.78 
0.87 0.58 7.83 0.29 0.0 5i22 14.78 

Northern i 1. 0. 25. 0. 0. rH f 
Ontario 370 3.70 0.0 92.59 0.0 0.0 100.00 
1.28 1.41 0.0 54.35 0.0 0.0 7.83 
0.29 0.29 0.0 Y pee 0.0 0.0 7.83 

USA &. 2. yp 12. 16. Pi 49. 
10.20 4.08 14.29 24.49 32.65 14.29 100.00 
6.41 2.82 15.91 26.09 32.00 12.50 14.20 
1.45 0.58 2.03 3.48 4.64 2.03 14.20 

Other Provinces 2. 0. 1. 5. 0. i. 9. 
22.22 0.0 £t31 55.56 0.0 11.11 100.00 
2.56 0.0 2.27 10.87 0.0 1.79 2.61 
0.58 0.0 0.29 1.45 0.0 0.29 2:61 

Nc aa a a LE ee ea Se 

TOTAL 78. 71. 44. 46. 50. 56. 345. 
22.61 20.58 12.74 43.33 14.49 16.23 100.00 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
22.61 20.48 L245 13.33 14.49 16.23 100.00 


=o. 


In the analysis of the results of this sur- 
vey, general internal consistency was found, 
as the following sections of the report will 
demonstrate. Therefore, within limits, cer- 
tain broad generalizations may be stated 
with reasonable confidence. 

It will not be possible to come to any 
firm conclusions regarding the characteris- 
tics of cottagers that differentiate one small 
county area from another, but for larger 
groupings of regions, suggestive patterns do 
emerge. The analysis also indicates that 
there is a degree of socio-economic stratifi- 
cation of cottagers by region of destination. 
From these generalized classifications of 
cottagers, (e.g. by income groups), a great 
deal of very interesting information has 
been uncovered. 

Since the questions in the survey were 
directed towards the cottage owner, the 
respondent was assumed to be the head of 
the household and owner of the cottage. 
The total number of respondents varies 


from table to table, because some respon- 
dents did not answer all the questions. In 
most instances, people who did not respond 
to certain questions were assumed to have 
the same characteristics as those who did 
respond. This in effect reduces the sample 
size, and could create bias in the sample if 
the non-respondents have distinctly dif- 
ferent characteristics. In the analysis by 
origin, presented later, the respondents 
from the Canadian Provinces other than 
Ontario were omitted because only nine 
questionnaires were completed by this 


group. 
Age 

The age distribution of cottage owners 
was found to be concentrated in the upper 
aze groups. Heads of households who are 
45 years of age or older own about three- 
fourths of all the cottages in Ontario, as 
can be seen from the following table. (See 
also Graph I in Appendix II. ) 


COTTAGE OWNER DISTRIBUTION BY AGE AND ORIGIN 


Each cell contains: 

Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
overall percentage 


ORIGIN 


Metro Toronto 5: 
4.13 
45.45 
1.45 

Rest of Ontario 2. 
E20 
18.18 
0.58 


3 


6.00 
FAs MOR f 
0.87 


Other Provinces 1 
11.11 
9.09 
0.29 


TOTAL 


13. 121. 

10.74 100.00 

30.23 34.97 
3.76 34.97 


15. 166. 
9.04 100.00 

34.88 47.98 
4.34 47.98 


14. 50. 

28.00 100.00 

32.56 14.45 
4.05 4.05 14.45 


2. 1. 9. 
22.22 iad 100.00 

2.22 2.33 2.60 

0.58 0.29 2.60 


a nn nn sae U UES EEE 


11. 19. 56. 


BLS 5.49 16.18 
100.00 
3.18 5.49 16.18 


100.00 100.00 


127. 90. 43. 346. 
36.71 26.01 12.43 100.00 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
36.71 26.01 12.43 100.00 


A comparison is given in the following 
table of the age of cottage owners with the 
age of heads of households in the total 
population. It was found that cottage own- 
ers as a group are older, on the average, 
than the heads of households in Ontario 
and the United States. The percentage of 
cottage owners in the age group 45-64 from 
Ontario and the U.S. was more than 1.5 
times as large as the percentage of heads 
of households in the corresponding age 
groups in those two origin areas. 


Of the retired people owning cottages in 
Ontario, there seems to be a larger pro- 
portion from the U.S. than from Ontario. 
One possible explanation is that some of 
the retired people from the U.S. were 
former residents of Ontario, and have re- 
turned to Ontario upon retirement. 


Also, in this table, an index is presented 
which was calculated by dividing the per- 
centage of cottagers in a particular group 


by the percentage of population in the 
same group and multiplying it by 100. For 
example: 
Cottage owners, residents of Ontario, in 
the age group 45-54 were found to con- 
stitute 37 per cent of all the cottage 
owners in Ontario. 


Census data shows that 20.2 per cent of 
all the heads of households in Ontario 
are in the age group 45-54. 
Hence the index = 37.0 x 100 = 180 

20.2 


When a group is over-represented as cot- 
tage owners are, the index is larger than 
100. When under-representation occurs, the 
index drops to less than 100. Precise repre- 
sentation would yield an index of 100. (A 
similar procedure is used to determine 
other indices in this report. ) 


Cottage owners in the age group of 45-54 
own the largest share of the cottages in 
Ontario. (See also Graphs 2 and 3 in Ap- 
pendix II. ) 


AGE OF COTTAGE OWNERS AS COMPARED 
TO AGE OF ALL HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS 


Residents of Ontario 


Residents of U.S.A. 


Heads of Owners of Heads of Owners of 
AGE Households cottages Households cottages 
~ in Ontario Fes in Ontario 
Number Respondents Number Respondents 
(‘000) Per Cent Number Per Cent Index (‘000) Per Cent Number Per Cent Index 
Under 25 92.8 4.9% Z 2.4% 491 3,829 6.3% 3 6.0% 95 
25 - 34 359.6 19.2 19 6.6 34 | 10,597 17.5 — _ 0 
35 - 44 442.7 23.6 53 18.4 78 111,931 19.8 3 6.0 30 
45 - 54 378.9 20.2 106 37.0 180 {11,965 19.8 16 32.0 162 
55 - 64 289.8 15.4 74 25.8 168 | 10,331 Tigok 14 28.0 164 
65 - and 312.7 16.7 28 9.8 59 111,792 19.5 14 28.0 144 
over 
Total 1,876.5 100.0% 287 100.0% 60,445 100.0% 50 100.0% 


* Canada: DBS 93-606, May 69, for 1966 


** U,S.A.: (1968 March) P60/57, Dec. 17, 1968, Table 1 
ces: ee 


A comparison of the age distribution of 
the U.S. and Ontario resident cottage own- 
ers indicated that American cottagers were 
older on the average. This is consistent with 
the fact that a higher percentage of Amer- 
ican cottagers were retired. On the other 
hand, cottagers from Northern Ontario 
were the youngest. (See the following 


table. ) 


AVERAGE AGE OF COTTAGE OWNERS 


BY ORIGIN 
Number of Average 
ORIGIN Respondents Age 
Metro Toronto 121 48.6 
Southwestern Ontario 88 54.2 
Southeastern Ontario of 49.4 
Northern Ontario 27 45.8 
U.S.A. 49 56.0 
Other Provinces 9 46.0 


Marital Status and Sex 


More than four-fifths (83.3 per cent) of 
all cottage owners in the sample were male 
and 89.7 per cent of all the respondents 
were marrired, as indicated in the following 
tables. 


SEX OF COTTAGE OWNER 


Sex of Number of 


Cottage Owner Respondents Per Cent 


Male 83.3% 


Female 16.7 
Total 100.0% 


Did not state 


MARITAL STATUS OF COTTAGE OWNER 


Number of 
Respondents 


Marital Status of 


Cottage Owner Per Cent 


Married 89.7% 


Single 10.3 


Total 100.0% 


Did not state 


Education 


Almost 40 per cent of the cottage owners 
in 1967 had university degrees or at least 
some university education and about 19 per 
cent had just completed high school. The 


largest tabulated group of respondents 
(about 30 per cent) had part high school 
or part technical school education as shown 
in the following table. 


COTTAGE OWNERS DISTRIBUTION, BY EDUCATION AND ORIGIN 


Each ceil contains: 


Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage 
overall percentage 


Part 
ORIGIN Public High 
School 


Finished 


High 
School 


EDUCATION 


Part Finished Graduate 
University University Studies Total 


SS SS SSS SSS SSS SSS 


Metro Toronto 11. 38. 24. 
10.00 34.55 21.82 
28.95 39.18 39.34 
3.40 11.73 7.41 

Rest of Ontario yard 53. 21. 
13.92 33.54 13.29 
57.89 54.64 34.43 
6.79 16.36 6.48 

U.S.A. 5. 4. 14. 
10.42 8.33 29.17 
13.16 4.12 22.95 
1.54 1.23 4.32 

Other Provinces 0. ve 2. 
0.0 25.00 25.00 
0.0 2.06 3.28 
0.0 0.62 0.62 

Total 38. 97. 61. 
Nell 73 29.94. 18.83 
100.00 100.00 100.00 
11.73 29.94 18.83 


Cottage owners from the U.S. were found 


to have more university education than 
cottagers residing in Ontario. About 28 per 
cent of Ontario cottagers were university 
graduates, whereas one-third of all the 
cottagers from the U.S. had finished univer- 


10. 15. 12. 110. 
9.09 13.64 10.91 100.00 
29.41 34.88 23:53 33.95 
3.09 4.63 3.70 33.95 
13. 24. 25. 158. 
S20 15:19 15.82 100.00 
38.24 55.81 49.02 48.77 
4.01 7.41 ude 48.77 
9. 4. 12. 48. 
18.75 8.33 25.00 100.00 
26.47 9.30 23:03 14.81 
ae 1.23 3.70 14.81 
2. 0. 2. 8. 
25.00 0.0 2000 100.00 
5.88 0.0 3.92 2.47 
0.62 0.0 0.62 2.47 
34. 43. aL 3.24 
10.49 13.27 15.74 100.00 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
10.49 137 15.74 100.00 


sity. Slightly less than half of the Ontario 
cottage owners had not completed high 
school, whereas only one-fifth of American 
cottage owners fell into the same category. 
(See the following table. ) 


a 


EDUCATION OF COTTAGE OWNERS 
AS COMPARED TO EDUCATION OF ALL HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS 


Residents of Ontario Residents of U.S.A. 


Owners of Oo 
EDUCATION Heads of* Cottages Heads of** Abilis 
Households in Ontario Households in Ontario 
Respondents Niger Respondents 


Per Cent Number Per Cent (‘000) Per Cent Number Per Cent 


Number 
(‘000) 


Public or 
Grammar School | 750.3 40.0% 33 12.3% 31 | 18,248 


Part High School 790.1 42.1 91 34.0 81 | 10,486 


Finished 


Part University Soo. 17.9 23 8.5 6,354 


Finished University 
or More 76 : 7,539 


1,876.5 100.0% 268 100.0% 60,446 100.0% 


* Canada: 1966 calculated on the basis of 1960, 1965, 1966 data. (Approx. only.) 
** U.S.A.: P60/57 December 17, 1968, Table | and Table III-7. 


EDUCATION OF COTTAGE OWNERS 
1964 DHO SURVEY AND 
1968 T & | SURVEY 
(IN PER CENT) 


The preceding table is presented to com- ae 
pare the education of cottage owners with Rorensamesicent: oe upper te 
that of all heads of households in Ontario EDUCATION DHO T&I DHO T&I 
1964 1968 1964 1968 


and the U.S. Graphs 4, 5 and 6 in Appendix 
II clearly show that cottage owners as a 
group are more highly educated than most 
heads of households. This difference would HN seliools | See") toed —~s4ig— “37.5 
be further emphasized if an analysis of 

education by age group was performed, University 31.2 | 33.67 & 58.2 52.1 
since older people tend to be less educated 
and the older heads of households own a 
disproportionate number of cottages. 


Public School] 14.2% 10.00% 7.3% 10.4% 


Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 


A comparison was made between the dis- ; 
tribution by education as obtained in this Occupation 


survey and the DHO 1964 Survey for both The largest single occupational group of 
U.S. and Ontario resident cottage owners. people who own cottages in Ontario was 
Very similar distributions were found in found to be professionals (27.5 per cent). 
both the surveys as shown in the table The second largest was the managerial/ 
following. owner group (19.9 per cent). 
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Graphs 8 and 9 in Appendix II and the 
table on the following page show the com- 
parison of the occupation of cottage owners 
with the occupation of all heads of house- 
holds in both Ontario and the U.S. A higher 
portion of cottage owners from Ontario 
were in the managerial, professional, sales 
and clerical occupation groups, and “others 
not in the labour force,” as compared to 
heads of households across the Province. 
In the case of cottage owners from the 
U.S., the distribution was somewhat dif- 
ferent. Managerial, professional, retired and 


“others not in the labour force” were found 
to be in larger proportion among the U.S. 
cottage owners than among all heads of 
households in the U.S. population. 


The occupation distributions of the cot- 
tage owners as found in the DHO Survey 
and the T&I Survey are compared in the 
following table. For cottage owners from 
Metropolitan Toronto, the two distributions 
were found to be very similar. However, in 
the case of cottage owners from the U.S., 
the distributions were somewhat different. 
This could be due to the sample size. 


COMPARISON OF OCCUPATIONAL DISTRIBUTION OF COTTAGE OWNERS 
FROM METRO TORONTO AND THE U.S.A. IN DHO AND T & I SURVEYS 
(IN PER CENT) 


Cottage Owners from 


Cottage Owners from 


Metropolitan Toronto the U.S.A. 

OCCUPATION T& I DHO T&] DHO 
N= 127) * (NN 11,870)" (N = 49)* (N == 3730)* 

Professional p25 he) Ae oa 28.3% 36.4% 
Managerial 19.7 L735 17.4 18.2 
Sales 9.4 iZ2 4.3 10.9 
Clerical 11.1 7.1 4.3 9.1 
Skilled Labour 5.1 4.5 — 5.4 
Farmer — 0.4 —= — 


* N= Sample Size 
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Family Income 

The mean of the total annual income of 
respondent families was $10,120. Only 9.2 
per cent of the respondent families had an 
income of less than $5,000, while 27.6 per 
cent had a moderate income of $5,000 - 
$7,999, and 63.2 per cent had higher in- 
comes. More than one-quarter of those who 
replied reported incomes in excess of 
$15,000 per annum. (See table on the fol- 
lowing page and Graph 10 in Appendix IT. ) 
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TOTAL ANNUAL INCOME OF RESPONDENT FAMILY, BY ORIGIN 


Under $5,000 
$ 5,000 * $ 7,999 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 


INCOME 
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$12,000 - $14,999 


Also, the mean annual family income of 
American respondents was higher at $11,115 
than either Metro Toronto or the “Rest of 
Ontario” respondents, with means of $10,326 
and $9,645 respectively. Due to the fact 
that occupational groupings for American 
cottage household heads are quite similar 
to their Ontario counterparts, we could then 
possibly assume that the higher American 
cottage family income is due to higher 
wage and salary rates. 


30 27.3 
110 100.0% 
$10,326 
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The distribution of cottage owners by 
income group was different for cottagers 
from different origins. Families in the in- 
come group from $8,000 to $11,999 per 
year make up the largest group of cottage 
owners from Metropolitan Toronto. In the 
rest of Ontario, families with an annual 
income of $5,000 to $7,999 constitute the 
largest group of cottage owners. Americans 
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with an annual income of over $15,000 
make up the largest group of U.S. cottage 
owners in this province. 

Also, families with higher incomes have 
a higher cottage ownership index. This is 
true for all of the respondent cottage fa- 
milies in Ontario regardless of their origin. 
(See the following table and Graphs 11 and 
12 in Appendix II. ) 
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Cottage Owner’s Family 
Income and Cottage Area 


It was expected that the incomes of cot- 
tagers would vary from one cottage area 
to another. The following two tables show 
that cottages in certain areas (Muskoka and 
Eastern Ontario) more frequently were 
owned by people with an annual family in- 
come of $15,000 or more; whereas in other 
cottage areas, the highest percentage of 
cottages were owned generally by people 


with an annual family income of $5,000 to 
$7,999. 


A comprehensive analysis of income of 
cottage owners is difficult because many 
cottage owners are retired and their income 
does not reflect their relative affluence at 
the time the cottage was acquired. More 
than half of the cottage owners with an- 
nual incomes of less than $5,000 were re- 
tired. 


COTTAGE OWNERS’ ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME 
BY SELECTED COTTAGE AREAS 
(IN PER CENT) 


COTTAGE AREA Less Than 


$5,000 $5,000-$7,999 


Muskoka 10.3% 
Simcoe 13.8 18.4 
Peterborough and Victoria 10.3 9.2 
Parry Sound 3.0 3.4 
Bruce and Grey 6.9 9.2 
Haliburton 1:2 
Huron ; dai 


North Western Ontario : 12 


Eastern Ontario f 5.8 


North Eastern Ontario 9.2 


Others 


100.0% 


14.9% 


100.0% 


FAMILY INCOME 


$15,000 


and over 


$8,000-$11,999 $12,000-$14,999 


£56 13.6% 23.0% 

15.5 13.6 13-2 

11.3 18.2 3.0 
4.2 4.5 2.4 
7.0 6.8 7.2 
7.0 4.5 1.2 
1.4 4.6 4.8 
1.4 2.3 ds 

11.4 


4.5 


100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 


INCIDENCE OF COTTAGE OWNERS’ ANNUAL FAMILY INCOME 
BY SELECTED COTTAGE AREAS 
(IN PER CENT) 


COTTAGE AREA 


Less Than 


$5,000-$7,999 $8,000-$11,999 $12,000-$14,999 


$5,000 
Muskoka 5.8% 25.0 
Simcoe 8.3% 33.4 
Peterborough and Victoria 10.0% 26.6 
Parry Sound 9.0% ay ae 
Bruce and Grey 8.3% 33.4 
Haliburton — 11.1 
Huron 11.1% ET 
North Western Ontario 20.0% 20.0 
Eastern Ontario 15.1% 15.1 
North Eastern Ontario — 40.0 
Others 12.3% S10 
TOTAL 9.3% 27.6 


FAMILY INCOME 


Ahae 11.4 
22.9 1 Fea 
26.7 26.7 
27.3 18.2 
20.8 IZ3 
55.6 22.2 
11.1 22.2 
20.0 20.0 
eA.o 15.1 
20.0 10.0 
20.5 9.6 
Za 14.3 


$15,000 


and over 


36.6 


Ze 


10.0 


18.2 


26.4 


Total 


100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 
100.0% 


100.0% 


100.0% 


COMPOSITION OF COTTAGE-OWNING 


Household Composition 
and Household Size 


Of the 336 cottage owners who answered 
the question regarding their family com- 
position, the largest group (59.2 per cent) 
was comprised of families with teenage or 
with adult 
children and other adults were the second 


younger children. Families 


largest group (20.5 per cent), followed by 
“husband and wife only”, then single peo- 
ple. (See the following two tables. ) 

ee Ty ee 


HOUSEHOLD (a) 


Composition of 
the Household 


Husband and Wife 
Adult Family 
Family and Children 


Single People 


Total Number of 
Respondents 


Number 


54 


69 


£99 


14 


336 


Per Cent 


16.1% 
20.5 
59:2 


4.2 


100.0% 


COMPOSITION OF COTTAGE-OWNING 
HOUSEHOLD (b) 


Composition Number Per Cent 


Male Head of Household 307 Zi Ys 


Female Head of Household Sic 22.1 


Adult Children 
(Over 19 years) 252 17.8 


Teenage Children 
(13-19 years) 222 15.7 


Children 
(12 years and less) 267 18.9 


Other Adults 54 3.8 


Total Number of ‘‘Cottage’’ 


Household Members 1,414 100.0% 


Total Households 336 
Mean Number of Members 


per ‘‘Cottage’’ 
Household 


younger, as compared to about 39 per cent 
for American owners. An explanation of 
this could be that American cottage owners 
as a group are older when compared to 
Ontario owners, and also a much larger 


Family composition of cottage owners 
from Metropolitan Toronto was very similar 
to that of cottage owners from the rest of 
Ontario, which could be due to the same 
reasons mentioned above. About 63 per 


cent of the cottage owners from Metro To- 
ronto had children 19 years of age or 


proportion of the former are retired. (See 
the following table. ) 
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COMPOSITION OF COTTAGE-OWNING HOUSEHOLDS BY ORIGIN 


Each cell contains: 

Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
overall percentage 


ORIGIN Husband 


& Wife 


Metro Toronto 


Rest of Ontario 


Other Provinces 


54. 

16.07 
100.00 

16.07 


1 


The average number of persons per 
family of cottage-owning households from 
the U.S. (3.8) was found to be smaller than 
from Ontario (4.3). In the case of Ontario, 
a very definite pattern was found showing 
the tendency to own a cottage increases 
with family size. The index for Ontario 
increases steadily from 39 to 150 as the 
number of persons per household increases 
from one to six or more. The highest index 
for American cottagers was for families 


FAMILY 


Adult 
Family 


24. 

20.34 

34.78 
7.14 


29. 

18.01 

42.03 
8.63 


69. 


20.54 
00.00 
20.54 


COMPOSITION 


Family & 
Children 


74. 

62.7.1 
S729 
22.02 


100. 
62.11 
50.25 
29.76 


with six or more persons, which was con- 
sistent with Ontario. Valid conclusions can- 
not be drawn by comparison and analysis 
of the other indices because of sample size. 
It appears that the cottage-owning house- 
holds from both the U.S. and Ontario are 
larger than the average household for the 
U.S. and Ontario respectively.. (See the 
following two tables and also Graphs 13, 
14 and 15 in Appendix II. ) 
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Each cell contains: 


NUMBER OF WEEKENDS SPENT AT COTTAGE DURING MAY TO OCTOBER, 
BY OCCUPATION OF COTTAGE OWNER 


Frequency (number of respondents), 


row percentage, 
column percentage, 
overall percentage 


NUMBER OF 
SUMMER WEEKENDS 
AT COTTAGE Professional 

5 or Less 35. 
34.31 
38.46 
10.57 

6-10 Zs 
28.77 
23.08 
6.34 

Dei 12. 
24.00 
15.49 
3.63 

16-20 14. 
28.00 
15:38 
4.23 

21-25 as 
13.22 
7.69 
Zeek 

Over 25 2. 
20.00 
2.20 
0.60 

TOTAL 91. 
27.49 
100.00 
27.49 


Manager- 
Owner 


13. 

12./0 

19.70 
3:93 


12. 

16.44 

18.18 
3.63 


17. 

34.00 

25.76 
5.14 


10. 

20.00 

As as) 
3.02 


11. 

23.91 

16.67 
3.32 


3. 

30.00 
4.55 
0.91 


66. 

19.94 
100.00 

19.94 


Sales 


Clerical 


WOW 
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We 
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Nr 
oOOO 
OO 
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O1N © 
He WO 


Nr 

COCO HOWH FOO 
ooo 
HOP 


O00 


Skilled 
Labour 


OCCUPATION 
Armed 
Unskilled Farmer Retired Forces — Student 
Labour Police 
2. 0. 24. he a he 
1.96 0.0 23.05 0.98 0.98 
18.18 0.0 58.54 50.00 100.00 
0.60 0.0 eae 0.30 0.30 
2. hs 4 Ls 0. 
2.74 1.37 6.85 be Fe 0.0 
18.18 50.00 12.20 50.00 0.0 
0.60 0.30 1 op! 0.30 0.0 
2. 0. a 0. 0. 
4.00 0.0 2.00 0.0 0.0 
18.18 0.0 2.44 0.0 0.0 
0.60 0.0 0.30 0.0 0.0 
3; 0. 7. 0. 0. 
6.00 0.0 14.00 0.0 0.0 
2d et 0.0 L707 0.0 0.0 
0.91 0.0 Fal | 0.0 0.0 
i; 0. 4. 0. 0. 
2.17 0.0 8.70 0.0 0.0 
9.09 0.0 9.76 0.0 0.0 
0.30 0.0 li2i 0.0 0.0 
is ds 0. 0. 0. 
10.00 10.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 
9.09 50.00 0.0 0.0 0.0 
0.30 0.30 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Lis eds 41. 7a AIP 
Sooe 0.60 12.39 0.60 0.30 
100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 100.00 
3.32 0.60 12.39 0.60 0.30 


Other 
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Distance Travelled to Cottage 


(See the 


This, of course, is the reason why Ontario 


miles, whereas, cottagers from the U.S. 
residents visit their cottages more fre- 


travel three times this distance. 


following table. ) 
quently than do cottagers from the U.S., 


as shown in the next section. 


om Me- 


) was ap- 


gers fr 


More than three-fourths of all cottagers 
travel less than 150 miles from their urban 
travelled by the cottagers from Ontario 
(excluding Metropolitan Toronto 


proximately 78 miles. Cotta 
tropolitan Toronto travel an average of 101 


residence to their cottage. Average distance 
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Length of Time Respondent 
has been a Cottager 


Cottagers in Ontario have owned their 
vacation homes for an average of 14.3 
years. Only 22.7 per cent of them have 
owned their cottage for five years or less; 
more than half for six to 20 years inclusive; 
and about one-fifth for more than 20 years. 
A further breakdown is indicated in the 
following table. 


LENGTH OF TIME RESPONDENT 
HAS BEEN A COTTAGER 


Number of Years Number of 
of Cottaging Respondents Per Cent 
1- 2 years 17 5.0% 
oe. 5 60 EAT 
6- 8 58 17 
46 13.6 
27. 7.9 
34 10.0 
30 8.8 
11 Shy 
7 2.1 
16 4.7 
8 2.6 
3 0.9 
i2 3.5 
10 2.9 
339 100.0% 
Did not state 8 


Total Number of 
Respondents 347 


Average 


14.3 years 


U.S. cottage owners have been in the 
province for the longest period of time, and 
possibly this could be due to the fact that 
they are more concentrated in the higher 
age groups. Following them are cottage 
owners living in South Eastern Ontario. 
Cottagers in Area 5 (Lakes Erie and Hu- 
ron) have been located there longer than 
cottagers in any other area; whereas those 
who own cottages in Northern Ontario have 
owned cottages for the shortest period of 
time. (The details are shown in the fol- 
lowing table. ) 


Be pe 


THE NUMBER OF YEARS AS COTTAGER, BY ORIGIN 
AND BY LOCATION OF COTTAGE 


Each cell contains: 


Frequency (number of respondents), 
Mean (number of years of ownership) 


Muskoka, Lake 
ORIGIN Haliburton, Simcoe, 
Georgian Georgian Eastern 
Bay -N Bay -S Ontario 
Metro Toronto 40. 44. 4. 
15.47 12.45 1.25 
Southwestern 26. 21. 5. 
Ontario 14:31 9.14 4.80 
Southeastern 3s 2. 26. 
Ontario 13.33 30.00 15.31 
Northern Ontario a i 0. 
10.00 30.00 
U.S.A. 4. Ze as 
4.50 29.50 19.29 
Other Provinces 2: 0. i 
23.00 5.00 
76. 70. 43. 
14.54 12.70 14.12 


COTTAGE LOCATION 


Northern Lakes Erie 
Ontario and Huron Kawarthas Total 
2. ae 24. 119. 
7.00 29.00 12.83 14.10 
A 28. 6. 87. 
10.00 14.71 27.17 13.48 
1 ie 0. 18. 50. 
9.00 14.10 [5.22 
25. 0. 0 2/7. 
bis 2 EL-96 
dds 16. 7. 47. 
11.64 19.81 15.43 16.28 
ay 0. 1. 9. 
21.40 5.00 18.11 
45. 49. 56. 339. 
12.24 17.83 14.96 14.34 


Permanent Living 
Accommodations 


The majority of cottage owners have 
single detached houses for permanent re- 
sidences. Of 335 who answered this ques- 
tion, 262 own a single detached house and 
11 rent a single detached house. About 7.5 
per cent, or 25 respondents, live in single 
attached houses; of these, 21 are owned and 
4 rented. The remaining 37 owners live in 
apartments or rooms. 

In total, 86.9 per cent of respondents own 
their permanent living accommodation, and 


the remainder (13.1 per cent) rent their 
dwelling. The permanent living accommo- 
dation ownership in Metropolitan Toronto, 
the rest of Ontario, and the U.S., varies 
from 62 per cent to 67 per cent, which in- 
dicates that a higher proportion of cottage 
owners also own their permanent living 
accommodation as compared to non-cottage 
owners. (See the following two tables. ) 


TYPE OF PERMANENT LIVING ACCOMMODATION OF RESPONDENTS 


Type of Permanent 
Residence 


Single Detached House 


Single Attached House 


Apartment 


Rooms 


Did not state 


Total Number of 


Respondents 


Per Cent 


Total Number of 


Owned Rented Did Not State Respondents 
Number of Number of Number of Number of 
Respondents Respondents Respondents Respondents 
in Category Per Cent in Category Per Cent in Category Per Cent in Category Per Cent 
262 90.0% 11 25.0% 273 81.5% 
21 Tez 4 9.1 Phi ree 
6 2.1 28 63.6 34 10.1 
37 
2 0.7 1 2.3 3 0.9 
335 100.0% 
12 100.0% 12 
291 100.0% 44 100.0% 12 100.0% 347 
(86.9%) (13.1%) 


INCIDENCE OF TYPE OF TENURE OF 
COTTAGE OWNER’S PERMANENT 
LIVING ACCOMMODATION, BY ORIGIN 


ORIGIN 


Metro Toronto 


Rest of Ontario 


U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Total 


Cottage Owners 
(Per Cent) 


Total Population 
(Per cent) 


Owned Rented Owned Rented 


80.2% 19.8% 61.7% 38.3% 


86.8 = 13:2 67.0’ § 33.0 
$2.095318.0 7) (62.0.9 38.0 
SG.) Gal dat — — 


86.9% 13.1% 


—_— 


Canada: Year Book, 1969, Page 750 
U.S.A.: Statistical Abstract, 1968 


Respondents’ Reasons for 
Selecting the Cottage Area 


The factor that was reported most fre- 
quently by the cottage owners as the reason 
for selecting the cottage area was “proxi- 
mity’. The next two most frequently men- 
tioned reasons were found to be equal in 
importance — “seclusion of area” and “fish- 
ing and hunting”. The remaining reasons 
were “beach”, “friends (social)”, “close to 
a town”, “close to a water sport” and 
“other”, in descending order of importance. 
(See the following table for percentages. ) 
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RESPONDENTS’ REASON(S) FOR ORIGINALLY SELECTING THEIR COTTAGE AREA 


Number of Reasons 
Reasons for Selection as Per cent of 
Per Cent Respondents 


Close to Home 


Seclusion of Area 


Fishing/ Hunting 


Beach 

Friends 

Close to a Town 
Close toa 


Water Sport 


Other 


Total Number of 
Reasons Given 100.0% (262.4%) 


Total Number of 
Respondents 


Boat Ownership of Cottage Owners 


Water sports are an integral part of cot- 
taging. The majority of the cottagers who 
have access to water, own some type of 
boat. Eighty-three per cent of all cottagers 
reported that they have lake frontage; and NUMBER AND TYPES OF BOATS 
82.8 per cent of all cottagers reported that OWNED OR RENTED BY RESPONDENTS 
they own or rent one or more boats. (See 
the following two tables. ) 


Number Number of Boats 
Type of Boat of Boats in Category 


COTTAGE OWNERS WHO in Category in Per cent 
OWN OR RENT A BOAT 


Rowboat or Canoe 


Number of 
Respondents Per Cent 


Sailboat 


Motorboat: 


Own Boat Outboard 


Rent Boat 


Inboard 


None 


Total Number of Boats 
Owned or Rented by 100.0% 
Respondents 


ee 


Altogether 479 boats were reported to be 
used by the 275 respondents who owned or 
rented boats, or an average of 1.7 boats per 
respondent. Out of all the boats used, 58.0 
per cent were outboard motorboats, 26.7 
per cent were canoes or rowboats, 10.2 
per cent were sailboats, and 5.0 per cent 
were inboard motorboats. One hundred 
boat owners owned one or more high power 
motorboats (over 40 h.p.) or sailboats. 
(See table following and Table A-1 in Ap- 
pendix I. ) 


Approximately 30 per cent of all cot- 
tagers own sailboats or high power motor- 
boats. Ownership of these types of boats 
shows a positive correlation with family 
size. Only 14 per cent of single cottage 


COTTAGE OWNERS WHO OWN OR 
RENT A SAILBOAT OR MOTORBOAT 
OF MORE THAN 40 H.P. 


Number of 


Respondents Per Cent 


100.0% 


owners own boats in this category; whereas 
40 per cent of cottage owners with families 
of six or more, own high power motor- 
boats or sailboats. (See table following and 
Graph 16 in Appendix II. ) 


COTTAGE OWNERS’ HOUSEHOLD SIZE AND OWNERSHIP 
OF MORE EXPENSIVE BOATS 


Each cell contains: 

Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
overall percentage 


Owner of Sailboat 
or 40+ H.P. 
Motorboat 


FAMILY SIZE 


ae. 


An analysis was made of boat ownership 
by income group where it was found that 
as income increases, the tendency to own 
a boat also increases. (See the following 
table.) The less than $5,000 income group, 
however, showed a very high rate of boat 
ownership, which could be due to the fact 
that a large percentage of retired people 
are in that group. The percentage of all 
boats owned increased with income with 


the exception of the $12,000 to $14,999 in- 
come group. This discrepancy could be due 
to the small sample size. A similar pattern 
was found for high power motorboat and 
sailboat ownership. About 60 per cent of 
all the high power motorboats and sail- 
boats were owned by cottage owners with 
an income of $15,000 per year or more. 
(See also Table A-2 in Appendix I.) 


BOAT OWNERSHIP BY INCOME GROUP 


Income Percentage of 
Groups Cottagers Owning Percentage 
A Boat of Boats 


Percentage of 
High Power Motorboats 
or Sailboats 


$ 0-$ 4,999 


78.6% 


$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 71.2 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 
$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


Car Ownership 
of Cottage Owners 


All cottage owners own at least one 
automobile. Forty-seven per cent of cot- 
tage owners own one automobile, 42.2 per 
cent own two automobiles and 10.8 per cent 
of cottage owners own three or more auto- 
mobiles. More than two-thirds of cottage 
owners reported that they were owners of 
automobiles which were three years old or 
less (i.e. 65 to 68). About four per cent of 
cottage owners owned an automobile eight 
years old (i.e. 1960 model or older). (See 
the following tables. ) 


NUMBER OF CARS OWNED 
BY COTTAGE OWNERS 


Number of 
Respondents Per Cent 


Number of Cars 
per Cottager 


158 47.0% 
42.2 
Three 6.0 
Four 3.3 


Over Four £5 


100.0% 


OF: tae 


MODEL YEAR OF RESPONDENT’S 
PRINCIPAL FAMILY CAR IN 1968 


Model Year Number of Respondents 
of Car in Category Per Cent 
1956 1 | 0.3% 
1957 1 0.3 
1958 — — 
1959 2 0.9 
1960 8 2.4 
1961 9 2.7 
1962 14 4.2 
1963 30 9.1 
1964 39 11.8 
1965 51 15% 
1966 56 17.0 
1967 62 18.8 
1968 56 17.0 
330 100.0% 
Did not state 17 
Seb it RE 
Cottage owners own an average of 1.7 Toronto and the U.S. own approximately 
cars. Cottage owners from Metropolitan two cars per family. 
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CHAPTER Il 


Characteristics of Cottages 


and Cottage Utilization 


In the previous section, the profile of 
cottage-owning families was discussed. This 
section will deal with an analysis of the 
characteristics of the cottages and their 
usage patterns. 


Acreage of Cottage Site 


It was found that a large proportion of 
cottages (33 per cent) were built on sites 
0.4 acres or smaller. About 61 per cent of 
all the cottages had a site 0.9 acres or less 
in size. Another 23 per cent of cottages 
were on pieces of land larger than 0.9 acres 
but smaller than two acres. (See table 
following. ) 


Lake Frontage and 
Accessibility to Cottage 


About one-sixth (16.7 per cent) of all the 
cottages in Ontario do not have lake front- 
age. One would expect that, due to higher 
cost, there would be a positive correlation 
between lake frontage and annual income 


COTTAGE SITE AREA IN ACRES 


Number of 
Respondents Per Cent 


0.4 or Less 104. 33.4% 
0.4-0.9 86 vat ART 
0.91-2 72 23.2 
2.1-4 13 6.1 
4.1-10 18 5.8 


Over 10 12 3.8 


100.0% 


of the cottage owner. As shown in the 
table following this was found to be true 
except for people in the $0-$4,999 income 
group; (again this group contains many 
retired people ). 
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INCIDENCE OF OWNERSHIP OF COTTAGE WITH OR WITHOUT 
LAKE FRONTAGE, BY RESPONDENT’S FAMILY INCOME 


With Lake 
Respondent's Frontage 
Family Income 
Number Per Cent 


Less than $5,000 23 32.1% 
$ 5,000 - $ 7,999 65 75.6 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 58 81.7 


$12,000 - $14,999 38 88.4 


$15,000 and over 75 90.3 
Total Number of 
Respondents 259 83.3% 


When the origin of the cottage owner 
was cross-tabulated with lake frontage, it 
was found that the lowest proportion (78.9 
per cent) of cottagers with lake frontage 
were those from Metropolitan Toronto. 
This could be due to an increased trend 


No Lake 
Frontage Total 


Number Per Cent Number Per Cent 


5 7S “= 28 100.0% 


2a 24.4 86 100.0 
13 18.3 71 100.0 
6 Li.6 43 100.0 
8 9.7 83 100.0 


52 16.7% 311 100.0% 


towards buying small farms for use as 
second homes. As shown in the following 
table, about 85 per cent of cottage owners 
from the U.S. and also about 85 per cent 
of cottagers from the rest of Ontario had 
cottages with lake frontage. 


INCIDENCE OF OWNERSHIP OF COTTAGE WITH OR WITHOUT 
LAKE FRONTAGE, BY RESPONDENT’S ORIGIN 


With Lake 
Origin of Frontage 
Respondents 
Number Per Cent 

Metro Toronto 86 78.9% 
Rest of Ontario 131 $5.1 
U.S.A. oo 85.4 
Other Provinces i 100.0 
Total Number of 

Respondents 259 83.3% 


No Lake 
Frontage Total 


Number Per Cent Number Per Cent 


23 ZiA.1% 109 100.0% 


23 14.9 154 100.0 
6 14.6 41 100.0 
— _ , 100.0 


D2 16.7% 321 100.0% 
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Except for one respondent, all cottagers 
reported their method of travel to the 
cottage was by automobile. However, 40 
respondents out of 345 reported that their 
cottage was not completely accessible by 
car. The following two tables show the 
method of travel and means of access to 
their cottages. 


RESPONDENT’S METHOD OF TRAVEL 
TO COTTAGE AREA 


Number of 
Respondents 
in Category 


Method of Travel 
Per Cent 


By Auto 342 99.7% 


Other 1 0.3 


343 100.0% 


Did not state 4 


Total 347 


MEANS OF ACCESS TO 
RESPONDENT’S COTTAGE 


Means of Access Number of 

Respondents 
to Cottage in Category Per Cent 
Car 305 88.4% 
Boat 40 11.6 
Other cabs 


345 100.0% 
Did not state 


Total 347 


| Spent at Cottage 


Number of Weekends Spent at 
Cottage During the Months of 
May to October 


(Excluding Weekends During 
Annual Vacation ) 


About half of the respondents spent ten 
or less weekends at their cottage during 
the months of May to October. Ten re- 
spondents out of 314 spent every weekend 
during these months at their cottage. (See 
the table following.) The average number 
of weekends spent there during these 
months, for all the respondents, was found 
to be 11.4. 


APPROXIMATE NUMBER OF WEEKENDS 
NORMALLY SPENT BY RESPONDENTS 
AT COTTAGE FROM MAY TO OCTOBER 


Number of 
Respondents 
in Category 


Number of Summer Weekends 


Per Cent 


74 23.6% 


Pes 24.5 

bP 16.6 

16.6 

15.6 

Over 25 oe 
314 100.0% 


Did not state 
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It was thought that retired cottagers may the greatest number of weekends at their 


spend more weekends at their cottages than cottages followed by managers or owners, 
other cottagers do, but the results of this skilled labour, sales and professional per- 
survey show that retired people generally sonnel in descending order. (See the table 


spent the fewest weekends at the cottage following and Table A-3 in Appendix I.) 
during the summer. Clerical workers spent 


NUMBER OF WEEKENDS (EXCLUDING VACATION PERIOD) SPENT AT 
COTTAGE FROM MAY TO OCTOBER, BY SELECTED OCCUPATIONS 


N OCCUPATION 
umber of 
ee sane beat de: Professional Manager/Owner Sales Clerical Skilled Labour Retired 
2 Number Number Number Number Number Number 
8 foi 35 13 Z 1 10 24 
6-10 21 iZ 9 8 10 < 
La 15 12 17 3 6 6 1 
16-20 14 10 3 5 a 7 
21-25 7 Ig 3 6 7 4 
Over 25 rs 3 — — 1 — 
Total Number of 
Respondents 91 66 25 26 41 41 


Average Number of 
9.8 13a 10.2 14.3 11.7 8.4 


arcs 


Table A-4 in Appendix I shows the rela- 
tionship between the distance to the cot- 
tage and the number of weekends spent at 
the cottage during the months of May to 
October. It is obvious that the higher in- 
cidence of cottage use is for those with the 
shortest distance to travel. As the distance 
to the cottage increases, the number of 
weekends at the cottage decreases. 

The following table shows the average 
number of weekend trips made by cottagers 
during the summer months, broken down 


by origin areas. Cottagers from Metropol- 
itan Toronto spent the largest number of 
weekends at their cottage (average 13.8). 
Cottagers from the rest of Ontario spent 
11.5 weekends, and Americans spent 6.1 
weekends. It was found that a higher pro- 
portion of cottage owners from Metropol- 
itan Toronto are in the clerical or manager- 
ial ocupations and, as previously mentioned, 
people in these occupations visit their cot- 
tage most often. (See also Table A-5 in 
Appendix I. ) 


NUMBER OF WEEKENDS SPENT AT COTTAGE DURING 
MAY TO OCTOBER, BY ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNERS 


Number of Summer 


Week 
eekends at Cottage haere 


Toronto 


18 
30 
19 


24 


Over 25 


Total Number of 
Respondents 


Average Number of 
Weekends 


ORIGIN 


NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS 


Rest of Other 
Ontario U.S.A. Provinces Total 


a3 29 106 


32 14 77 


| 52 


25 52 


22 49 


7 
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Visits to Cottage During the Months AVERAGE LENGTH OF STAY FROM 


NOVEMBER TO APRIL 
of November to April BY RESPONDENTS WHO VISIT 


The survey results show that more than COTTAGE DURING THAT PERIOD 
half of all cottage owners (57 per cent) 
also visited their cottage during the winter Average Number of Days | 4. a 
months. Those who visited their cottage Respondens shenes at Respondents Per Cent 


i 4 Cottage in Winter 
during the winter made an average of 4.3 


trips and stayed for a total of 11.2 days; 
two-thirds of these people stayed for 10 
days or less. (See the following two tables.) 


NUMBER OF RESPONDENT-VISITS TO 
COTTAGE FROM NOVEMBER TO APRIL 


Number of Total 
Number of Winter Respondents Number 
Visits to Cottage in Category Per Cent of Visits 
(2) (1) x (2) 


ibe) 11.8% 19 
25 hows) 50 
30 18.6 90 
13.7 88 
8.1 65 

13.7 
58) 28 
4.3 56 

11-3 


100.0% *Average number of days from November to 
Overall Average April spent at cottage by respondent visit- 
Number of . ing during this period = 11.2 days. 
Visits 
Did not state 


Did not state 


1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 


Total Number of 
Respondents 
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It was found that the following percent- 
age of cottage owners used their cottage 
during the winter months; from South 
Eastern Ontario (76.0); Northern Ontario 
(73.0); Metropolitan Toronto (61.0); and 
South Western Ontario (54.0). However, 


only 42.2 per cent of the cottage owners 
from the U.S. and 33.3 per cent of the 
cottage owners from the rest of Canada 
visited their cottage in the months Novem- 
ber to April. (See the following two tables.) 


INCIDENCE OF COTTAGE OWNERS 
WHO VISITED THEIR COTTAGE DURING 
NOVEMBER TO APRIL, BY ORIGIN 
(IN PER CENT) 


ORIGIN 


Metro Toronto 


S.W. Ontario 


S.E. Ontario 


Northern Ontario 


U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Total 


39.0% 100.0% 


46.0 100.0 
24.0 100.0 
27.0 100.0 
57.6 100.0 


66.7 100.0 


42.9% 100.0% 


INCIDENCE OF VISITS TO COTTAGE DURING 
NOVEMBER TO APRIL, BY ORIGIN AND NUMBER OF TRIPS 


Less Than 5 Trips 
ORIGIN Number of Incidence 


Respondents Per Cent 
Metro Toronto 
Rest of Ontario 
U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 
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6 - 10 Trips 


Number of Incidence 
Respondents Per Cent 


Table A-6 in Appendix I gives the distri- 
bution of cottages used during the winter 
period, and shows that the highest propor- 
tion of use was in the Lake Simcoe, Geor- 
gian Bay-South area. Cottages in Eastern 
and Northern Ontario areas were found to 
be the ones least used during the winter 
months. 


Less than half of the cottagers with an 
annual family income of $4,999 or under 
(mostly retired ) and over $15,000 visited 
their cottages during November to April, 
whereas about three-fourths of all the cot- 
tagers with an annual family income of 
$5,000 - $7,999 visited their cottages during 
the same six months. (See table following 
and Table A-7 in Appendix I.) 


INCIDENCE OF VISITS TO COTTAGE DURING 
NOVEMBER TO APRIL, BY FAMILY INCOME GROUPS 


Family Income 


Number 


Less than $5,000 


$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 
$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


Total Number 
of Respondents 


About two-thirds of all those who visited 
their cottage during these six months, made 
five or less trips, and the remaining one- 
third made six to ten trips. Professionals 
were found to make more trips than those 


Visit Cottage 


Incidence 
Per Cent 


Do Not 
Visit Cottage 


Incidence 
Number Per Cent 


in other occupation classes. They made an 
average of 5.2 trips. Those in other occupa- 
tion classes made about four trips during 
the period November to April. (See the 
following table. ) 
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NUMBER OF VISITS TO COTTAGE DURING 
NOVEMBER TO APRIL, BY OCCUPATION OF COTTAGE OWNER 


NUMBER OF VISITS 


Owner Occupation 5 Times Over 


or Less 5 Times Total 
Number Number Number 


Average No. 
of Visits 


Professionals ae LZ 39 5.2 


Managers/Owners 22 10 32 4.6 


Sales 13 3.6 
Clerical 16 4.3 
Skilled Labour 25 4.6 
Retired 4 4.2 
Others 17 4.2 


Total Number of 
Respondents 


Those Who Spent Their 
Vacation at the Cottage 


Almost all cottagers spend all or at least 
part of their annual vacation at their cot- 
tage: only three per cent reported that 
they never spent any part of their vacation 
there. Half of the cottage owners always 
spend their vacation at their cottage and 


one-third spend at least part of their vaca- | 
tion there. (See the following two tables. ) NUMBER OF WEEKS OF VACATION 


SPENT AT COTTAGE 


COTTAGE OWNERS WHO SPEND | Te 
THEIR VACATION AT THEIR COTTAGE Respondents Per Cent 


O Days 

1 Week 

2 Weeks 

3 Weeks 

4 Weeks 
Over 4 Weeks 


Number of 
Respondents Per Cent 


Always 
Sometimes 
Part of Vacation 


Never 


334 100.0% 330 100.0% 


25 


The survey results show that Americans 
spend the longest vacation periods at their 
cottage (4.4 weeks). People from Southern 
Ontario spend about 3.4 weeks vacation at 
their cottage, and cottagers from Northern 
Ontario spend about 3.0 weeks. 


Cottage owners on Lakes Erie and Hu- 
ron, and in Eastern Ontario spend the long- 
est time on their vacation at the cottage. 
Those who own cottages in Area 2 (Lake 
Simcoe, Georgian Bay — S) spend the least 
number of weeks of their vacation at the 


cottage. (See the following table. ) 


AVERAGE NUMBER OF WEEKS OF VACATION SPENT AT COTTAGE, 
BY ORIGIN AND DESTINATION 


Each cell contains: 
Frequency (number of respondents), 
mean (number of weeks) 


DESTINATION 
Muskoka, Lake 
ORIGIN Haliburton, Simcoe, Lakes 
Georgian Georgian Eastern Northern Erie and 
Bay North Bay South Ontario Ontario Huron Kawarthas 
Area 1 Area 2 Area 3 Area 4 Area 5 Area 6 Total 
Metro Toronto 38. 44. 3. 2. S: 24. 116. 
Re iy 3.00 4.33 2:50 4.80 3.79 S250 
Southwestern Ontario 24. 19. 5. A: 27. 6. 82. 
3.25 2.84 4.20 6.00 3.89 4.00 Siok 
Southeastern Ontario 3. Be 21. ie 0 16. 43. 
2.67 3.00 3.81 6.00 3:56 3.65 
Northern Ontario L: 1. 0 22. O ) 24. 
2.00 6.00 2.95 3.04 
U.S.A. 5. 2. i ge 12. 14. is 47. 
4.00 6.00 4.57 3.92 4.14 5.29 4.38 
Other Provinces 2. 0. is 4. 0. 1. 8. 
3.00 4.00 4.00 4.00 aso 
73. 68. 37. 42. 46. 54, 320. 
3.18 3.09 4.05 3.45 4.06 3.94 S255 


Family income appears to have an effect 
on the usage of the cottage for the annual 
vacation. The lower the family income, the 
more a cottage owner is likely to spend 
his vacation at the cottage. Three-fourths 


of the cottage owners with annual incomes 
less than $5,000 always spend their vacation 
at the cottage, as compared to about 42 
per cent of those with incomes over $15,000 
per year. (See the following table. ) 


INCIDENCE OF RESPONDENTS WHO VACATION AT COTTAGE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME 


Each cell contains: 


Number of respondents, 


percentage 


FAMILY INCOME 


Less than $5,000 


$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 


THOSE WHO VACATION 


Sometimes 


3 
10.7% 


15 
18.5 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 


$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


Total Number of 153 
Respondents (50.0%) 


A positive correlation between the num- 
ber of weeks of vacation at the cottage and 
the owner’s annual income was found, ex- 
cept for the “less than $5,000” group. This 
latter group spends more time on vacation 
at the cottage possibly due to the fact that 
a high percentage of retired’ people are in- 
cluded here, or also that the lower income 
itself prohibits vacation elsewhere. How- 
ever, of the other income groupings, it may 
be said that those who do vacation at the 


(13.1%) 


Part of Vacation 


3 
10.7% 


ot 
38.2 


24 
34.8 


16 
35.5 


30 
36.1 


104 , 306 
(34.0%) (2.9%) (100.0%) 


cottage, tend to spend a longer vacation 
period there, (i.e. four weeks or more), as 
their income increases. (See the table fol- 
lowing.) An interesting point seen in this 
table is the rather high incidence of re- 
spondents in all income groupings who in- 
dicated a vacation period of over four 
weeks. We could draw the conclusion that 
perhaps the respondents considered total 
family vacation period at the cottage rather 
than just the respondents’ own. 


NUMBER OF WEEKS OF VACATION SPENT AT COTTAGE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME 


Each cell contains: 
Number of respondents, 


percentage 
eee FAMILY INCOME 
peeks of Less than $5,000 - $8,000 - $12,000 - $15,000 
acation $5,000 $7,999 $11,999 $14,999 and over 
O days — Ps 2 1 2 
0.0% 3.5% 2.9% 2.3% 2.5% 
1 week 2 7 6 6 8 
8.0 8.2 8.7 13.6 10.0 
2 weeks 4 27 26 i2 18 
16.0 31.8 Sho 8 Be 22.5 
3 weeks 4 23 i3 7 14 
16.0 2754 18.8 15.9 17.5 
4 weeks e, 7 6 6 10 
20.0 8.2 8.7 13.7 12.5 
More than 4 weeks 10 18 16 12 28 
40.0 21-2 Pike 7 27.6 35.0 
Total Number of Pad, 85 69 44 80 
Respondents 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 
INCIDENCE OF VACATION 
AWAY FROM COTTAGE, 1962 TO 1966 
Those Who Spent Their Vacation Those who took vacation —_Total Number of 
away from cottage Respondents who 
Away from the Cottage Number of Incidence Owned a Cottage 


Respondents Per Cent in the Year 


Except for 1963, an interesting trend 
towards taking vacations away from the 
cottage is developing. In 1962, 21.0 per cent 
of all cottage owners reported that they 
travelled somewhere other than to their 
cottage on their annual vacation; by 1966, 
there were 31.5 per cent in this category. 
Only those who owned a cottage in given 
years were included. (See the table fol- 
lowing. ) 


The indications are that the longer one 
has been a cottager, the greater is the like- 
lihood of spending a vacation away from 
the cottage. This could be partially due to 
the fact that the longer a person has owned 
a cottage, the more likely it is that he will 
have finished paying for it and can afford 


to travel elsewhere during vacation, if he so 
desires. After a few years perhaps he 
wishes a change of location and vacation 
style. 


The trend of vacationing away from the 
cottage varies somewhat by income as 
shown in the following table: 


INCIDENCE OF VACATION AWAY FROM COTTAGE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME, 1962 TO 1966 


Each cell contains: 
Number of respondents, 


percentage 

YEAR Less than $5,000 - 
$5,000 $7,999 

1962 1 18 
3.4% 20.7% 

1963 1 13 

3.4 15.0 

1964 1 19 

Ras 22.0 

1965 5 ai 

172 24.0 

1966 6 26 
20.6% 30.0% 

Total Respondents in the 29 87 


Income Group in 1968 


Two reasons might be advanced to ex- 
plain the above findings: (1) respondents 
did not remember (or bother to recall) trips 
in earlier years. (2) respondents with 
higher incomes recalled their trips better 
than those with lower incomes. (Perhaps 
their trips were longer and farther afield. ) 


A trend seems to be emerging in that 
cottagers in all classifications are going 
more and more frequently to the U.S.A. on 
their vacation. It was expected that a trend 


FAMILY INCOME 


$8,000 - $12,000 - $15,000 
$11,999 $14,999 and over Total 
15 10 24 68 
21.0% 22.2% 29.0% 21.6% 
13 8 25 58 
is.3 17.8 28.0 18.4 
17 13 as 77 
24.0 29.0 32:5 24.5 
22 1 30 90 
31.0 26.7 36.2 28.6 
27 8 38 105 
38.0% 17.8% 45.8% 33.3% 
71 45 83 315 


might be found showing more cottagers 
travelling overseas, but this was not the 
case. In 1966, about half of the residents of 
Metropolitan Toronto who spent their vaca- 
tion away from their cottage went to the 
U.S.A. This is indicated in Table A-8 in 
Appendix I. 


Use of Cottage 


Almost all cottages are used for personal 
use only. Five per cent of all respondents 
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use their cottage personally and rent it as 
well. Only three respondents reported that 
they own the cottage only for rental pur- 
poses. About one-fifth of all the respondents 
in the less than $5,000 per year income 
group rent their cottages. Of the 87 
respondents in the $5,000 to $7,999 per year 
income group, approximately eight per cent 
rent out their cottages. However, no cot- 
tages belonging to those in the income 
group $15,000 and over are rented. (See 
the following two tables. ) 


TYPE OF USE OF COTTAGE 
BY THE COTTAGE OWNER 
Per Cent 


Frequency 


Personal Use Only 


Renting Only 


Personal Use and Renting 


Total Number of 
Respondents 


INCIDENCE OF TYPE OF USE OF 
COTTAGE, BY FAMILY INCOME 


Personal Use 


and Renting 


Family Income 


Number* 


Less than $5,000 


$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 


$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


Incidence 
Per Cent Number* Per Cent 


Renting Only 


Incidence 


*Number of Respondents who rent out their Cottage. 


Immediate Family Spending 
All Summer at the Cottage 


Approximately 45 per cent of the respon- 
dents reported that their immediate family 
spends most of the summer at the cottage. 
Northern Ontario (Cottage Area 4) was 
found to be much above average for fami- 
lies spending the entire summer at the cot- 


tage; whereas the Lake Simcoe, Georgian 
Bay-S and Lakes Erie and Huron cottage 
areas were below average. 


Approximately every second family of 
Torontonian and American cottage owners 
spend the whole summer at the cottage. 
Only a slightly lower percentage is found 
for “other Ontario cottage owners’. (See 
the following two tables. ) 
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INCIDENCE OF FAMILIES SPENDING 
ALL SUMMER AT COTTAGE, 


BY COTTAGE AREA 


All Families Spending 
Summer at Cottage 


Cottage Area Number of 


Respondents 


Muskoka, Haliburton, 34 
Georgian Bay North 


Lake Simcoe, Georgian 24 
Bay South 

Eastern Ontario 19 

Northern Ontario 27 


Lakes Erie and Huron 16 


Kawarthas 29 


Incidence 
Per Cent 


44.1% 


35.8 


44.2 


60.0 


35.6 


527 


INCIDENCE OF FAMILIES SPENDING 
ALL SUMMER AT COTTAGE, 


BY ORIGIN 


Families Spending All 
Summer at the Cottage 


ORIGIN Number of 


Respondents 


Metro Toronto 59 


Rest of Ontario 65 


U.S.A. 22 


Incidence 
Per Cent 


50.9% 
40.6 


46.8 


reasons could be that a higher proportion 
of these cottage owners rent out their cot- 
tages. (See the following table. ) 


INCIDENCE OF FAMILIES SPENDING 
ALL SUMMER AT COTTAGE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME 


Families Spending All 
Summer at the Cottage 


Family Income 2 
y Number of Incidence 


Respondents Per Cent 


Less than $5,000 11 37.9% 
$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 28 34.1 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 36 51.4 
$12,000 - $14,999 Zo 55.6 
$15,000 and over 39 48.8 
Total 139 45.4% 


Friends or Relatives 
Visiting the Cottage 


Weekend Entertaining 


Except for the two extreme groups shown 
below, 92.3 per cent of cottagers entertain 
guests most weekends, only on long week- 
ends, or seldom. Eleven respondents (3.2 


Only about 35 per cent of the families of per cent) reported that they entertain guests 


cottage owners with an annual family in- every weekend and fifteen (4.5 per cent) 
come of less than $8,000 per year spend the said that they never entertain guests. (See 
whole summer at the cottage. One of the the following table. ) 
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INCIDENCE OF RESPONDENTS WHO 
ENTERTAIN WEEKEND GUESTS 
AT COTTAGE 


Frequency of Visits Number of 
by Guests Respondents Per Cent 


Every weekend 


Most weekends 


Very Seldom 

Usually only on 
long holiday 
weekends 


Never 


Did not state 


Among cottagers from different parts of 
Southern Ontario there was no significant 
difference in the number of weekends that 
they entertained guests. Cottagers from 
Northem Ontario were found to entertain 
guests on slightly more weekends than did 
their Southern Ontario counterparts, and 
the cottagers from the U.S.A. were found to 
have even less frequent weekend visitors. 
Of the U.S.A. respondents, 14.3 per cent 
never have friends or relatives visiting their 
cottage for weekends, and 28.6 per cent 
entertain guests seldomly. This could be 
due to the longer distance that their friends 
and relatives would have to travel from 
their homes to the respondent's cottage in 
Ontario. (See the following table. ) 
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The highest proportion of cottagers hav- 
ing visitors most weekends are in Northern 
Ontario, Lake Simcoe, and Georgian Bay — 
South areas. Owners of cottages in Mus- 
koka, Lakes Erie and Huron, and the Ka- 


warthas are visited more often on long 
weekends, and a large percentage of owners 
in Eastern Ontario seldom have visitors. 
(See the table following. ) 


INCIDENCE OF USE OF COTTAGE FOR WEEKEND ENTERTAINING, 
BY DESTINATION 


DESTINATION Most Weekends 


Number of Incidence 


Respondents Per Cent 


Muskoka, Haliburton, 25 
Georgian Bay - North 


Lake Simcoe, 
Georgian Bay - South 23 34.3 


Eastern Ontario 8 19.5 


33.3% 


Northern Ontario 16 34.8 
Lakes Erie & Huron 14 29.2 


Kawarthas 13 24.1 


One might expect that people in higher 
income classes would tend to entertain 
guests more frequently. However, in the 
survey, an interesting pattern emerged. In 
the “most weekends” category, a positive 
correlation was found as income increased, 


FREQUENCY OF VISITS BY GUESTS 


Long Weekends Seldom 


Number of Incidence 
Respondents Per Cent 


Number of Incidence 
Respondents Per Cent 


27 = =36.0% ly “22.7% 
13 | 226.8 22, 7) aee8 
10 24.4 17 

13 | B25.2 12 

18 1 37.5 15 


20 3837.0 17 


as expected, and for the “long weekends” 
category a negative correlation as income 
increased. This may be due to the nega- 
tive attraction of crowded highways on long 
weekends. (See the following table. ) 


scr cca 


sjuspuodsay jo 


%0°O0O0T 0€ %0'O00T 18 %0'O00T €v %0'O00T OZ %0'O0OT 18 %O0'OOL 62 JOQUUNN [e}01 
Dae “el rea T Ova FE LG oY GY iv Ge JBAON 
60€ +6 962 2 9ZE Fi vie ee 962 v2 Gve OT WOP|as 
9:0€ £6 A OYA 9cZ IT 6'ZE EZ OVE 82 6°L6-—— ET spuayaem Bu07 
60€ +6 6Iv ve WS ve GI Vice 26l Ginc. wice Sel Vv Spuayaem ISON 

WEE OT G2 Zz —- WOC wm ALE ~ € %EOI €& puayaem Muang 

juep seg JequINN —S« jue Jeg toquinN Sued Jog deqUAN «= jue} Jog oquinN = jue dogs dequinN == jue Jog oquin ree 
[O01 810 40 000'S L$ 666'V1$-000'Z1$ 666’ L1L$-000'8$ 666'L$-000'S$ 000’s$ YOU sseq SHSIA f° 
Aauenbe4 


JWOONI ATIWV4 


YANMO 49DVLLOO 4O SINOONI ATINVA Ad 
“SGN3¥34M NO SLSAND AG NOILVLISIA 


2 


Friends or Relatives 
Vacationing at the Cottage 


A little less than half of the cottage 
owners reported that they have friends or 
relatives who spent their vacation at their 
cottages. Over half of the U.S.A. cottage 
owners reported that their friends and re- 
latives spend vacations at their cottages as 
compared to about 42 per cent of the cot- 
tage owners from Ontario. (See the two 
tables following. ) 


FRIENDS OR RELATIVES SPENDING 
ANNUAL VACATION AT 
RESPONDENT’S COTTAGE 


Friends or Relatives 
Spending Annual 
Vacation 


Number of 
Respondents Per Cent 


45.4% 
54.6 


100.0% 
Did not state 


INCIDENCE OF FRIENDS OR RELATIVES 
VACATIONING AT COTTAGE, BY ORIGIN 


Number of Incidence 


ORIGIN Respondents Per Cent 


Metro Toronto 
Rest of Ontario 


U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Once again, a higher proportion of cot- 
tage owners in Northern Ontario have 
friends and relatives spending vacations at 


their cottages as compared to other cottage 
areas, except for Eastern Ontario (Area 3) 
which has the highest proportion of re- 
spondents. See the following table. ) 


INCIDENCE OF FRIENDS OR RELATIVES 
SPENDING ANNUAL VACATION 
AT THE COTTAGE, BY DESTINATION 


Number of Incidence 


Destination Respondents Per Cent 


Muskoka, Haliburton, 
Georgian Bay - North 


Lake Simcoe, 
Georgian Bay - South 


Eastern Ontario 


Northern Ontario 


Lakes Erie & Huron 


Kawarthas 


There does not appear to be any pattern 
in the variation in the incidence of friends 
or relatives spending vacations at the cot- 
cage according to the respondents’ family 
income, as shown in the table following: 


INCIDENCE OF FRIENDS OR RELATIVES 
SPENDING VACATION AT THE COTTAGE, 
BY OWNER’S FAMILY INCOME 


Number of Incidence 


Family Income 
sf Respondents Per Cent 


Less than $5,000 12 46.2% 
$ 5,000-$ 7,999 40 49.4 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 oP 40.3 


$12,000 - $14,999 ae 48.9 
$15,000 and over 35 43.2 
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Use of Boat and 
Winter Storage 


A little more than three-fourths of all the 
boat owners store their boats at the cottage 
during the winter. Only about 14 per cent 
of boat owners take the boat to their home, 
and the remainder store their boats at a 
marina or club in the cottage area. (See 
the table following. ) 


For some cottage owners, a boat is a ne- 
cessity rather than a luxury, since it may 
be the only means by which they can get 
to their cottage. The most frequent use of 
boats reported was for fishing and hunting. 


RESPONDENTS’ CHOICE OF 
OFF-SEASON BOAT STORAGE 


Number of 


B 
oat Storage Respondents Per Cent 


78.3% 


At the cottage 209 


At a marina or club 
in the cottage area 


At home and trailer it 
to a launching site 


Did not state 


Cruising, other recreation, water skiing, ne- 
cessary transportation and other reasons 
followed in descending order of report and 
frequency. (See the table following. ) 
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Rating of the Cottage RATING OF COTTAGE AREA 


Area and the Facilities BY COTTAGE OWNERS 
Almost all the cottage owners like the WsaP 
area where their cottage is located. About Rating Ration Pet cont 


half of the respondents rated their cottage 
area as excellent and 44 per cent rated it 
as good. Only four out of 340 respondents 
rated their cottage location as poor. A psy- Good 
chological bias likely exists in the answer- 
ing of a question of this type. (See the 
following table. ) 


Excellent 


Fair 


Poor 


The table following shows that a higher 
incidence of Americans indicated the cot- 
tage area as excellent, but once again this 
reply would be highly susceptible to bias. 


INCIDENCE OF COTTAGE AREA RATING, 
BY ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNER 


RATING 


ORIGIN Excellent Good Fair Poor 


Number of Incidence Number of Incidence Number of Incidence Number of Incidence 
Respondents Per Cent Respondents Per Cent Respondents Per Cent Respondents Per Cent 


Metro Toronto 54 45.4% 55 46.2% 5.9% 2.05 


Rest of Ontario 78** 47.9 76 46.6 5.5 — 


U.S.A. 61.7 


Other Provinces 


—y.(: 


The table following shows a rating of the facilities”. The facilities that were most 
facilities inthe cottage area, In most of often reported missing were boat rental and 
the cottage areas, the facilities that were 
often rated poor were “entertainment and 
other recreation facilities”, and “medical course, and other entertainment. 


marina, public beverage rooms or bars, golf 


INCIDENCE OF RESPONDENTS’ RATING OF FACILITIES IN AREA 
(IN PER CENT) 


RATING 
FACILITIES 
Not 
Excellent Good Fair Poor Available 

Shopping 26.8% 42.4% 22.0% 5.8% 3.1% 
Liquor and beer retail outlets 2onk 25.6 11.6 7.4 32.2 
Entertainment 3 13.3 29.1 35.1 21eZ 
Public beverage rooms — 5.8 26.1 18.8 49.3 
Cocktail lounges 7.4 —_— Say: 18.5 70.4 
Closing hours of stores 11.8 67.7 14.7 5.9 as 
Quality of restaurant food and 

services 12.3 15.8 45.6 26.3 — 
Local prices of goods and 3.3 24.6 63.9 8.2 ee 

services . : ° ; 
Service stations 29.4 44.1 11.8 11.8 2.9 
Local roads 10.8 27.7 29.2 8 5 4.6 
Attitude of local people 

toward visitors 63.6 29.6 4.5 — 2.3 
Boat rentals and marina 14-4 335 e797 13.3 533 

facilities 
Golf courses 31.8 —— 13.6 13.6 40.9 
Other recreational facilities 14.3 7 pas 21.4 42.9 14.3 
Medical facilities a 15.4 30.8 46.2 FAY A 
Did not state 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 20.0 
Total of above facilities 17.5% 28.1% 23.9% 15.3% 15.2% 
Based on Number of (201) (322) (274) (176) (174) 


Respondent Ratings 
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CHAPTER Ill 


Expenditure Analysis by 


Family Income of Cottage Owner 


It was felt that there could be some very 
significant differences in expenditure by 
cottage owners in different income groups. 
Since the data was available, a set of tables 
was prepared. 


Expenditure on Cottage 


Taxes 


Cottage owners with an annual family in- 
come of $15,000 or more pay the highest 


taxes as one would expect since they pro- 
ably have the most expensive cottages and 
properties. Their average is $133.13 per 
owner. The second highest average tax was 
found to be on the cottages owned by 
people in the less than $5,000 per year 
income group. But most of these people 
were retired, which might explain the dis- 
crepancy in the general trend. (See the 
following table and the last table on page 
53. ) 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURES ON TAXES, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 
(IN DOLLARS) 


FAMILY INCOME 


Ontario 


Less than $5,000 $ 2,229 
$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 5,719 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 4,260 


$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


$22,465 


$ 4,187 


ORIGIN 


Other 


Provinces 


$ 401 


623 
487 


564 


$27,652 


* Based on those who responded to income question. 
a 


Maintenance 
Cottage owners with an annual family 
income over $15,000 spent the highest 
amount on cottage maintenance, and those 
with an annual family income of between 
$12,000 and $14,999 spent the second high- 


est amount. The cottage owners with family 
income less than $5,000 per year spent on 
the average more on cottage maintenance 
than the cottagers with income between 
$5,000 and $11,999. (See the following 
table and the last table on page 53. ) 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURE ON MAINTENANCE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 
(IN DOLLARS) 


FAMILY INCOME 
Ontario 


Less than $5,000 

$75,000 - $. 7,999 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 
$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


Total* 


$4,160 $ 1,745 
14,124 
10,297 

9,764 


24,245 


$62,590 $13,286 


ORIGIN 


Other 
Provinces 


$ 6,165 


2,311 16,435 


1,710 12,052 


Petes: ee 3) 12,499 


5,325 31,045 


$ 2,320 


* Based on number of respondents to income question. 


Other Expenses 
While at the Cottage 
Cottagers with family income over 
$15,000 spend about $800 per year while at 
their cottage. The least amount was spent 


by cottage owners in income group $5,000 
to $7,999. Once again, cottage owners in the 
income group less than $5,000 per year 
spent more than cottagers in income groups 
between $5,000 and $11,999. (See the fol- 
lowing two tables. ) 
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RESPONDENTS’ OTHER EXPENDITURE ON USAGE OF COTTAGE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 
(EXCLUDING BOAT EXPENSES, TAXES, MAINTENANCE) 

(IN DOLLARS) 


ORIGIN 


FAMILY INCOME Other 
Ontario U.S.A. Provinces Total 


Less than $5,000 S 37299" "> 15200... ($2* 400), *$°4,895 


». 0,000 -$: 7,999 14,112 3,025 — 17,137 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 12,215 3,990 —— 16,205 
$12,000 - $14,999 9,375 3,325 550 13,250 
$15,000 and over 23,075 15,700 5,300 44,075 
Total* $62,072 $27,240 $6,250 $95,562 


* Based on number of respondents to income question. 


AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER COTTAGE, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND TYPE OF EXPENDITURE 
(EXCLUDING BOAT EXPENSES) 
(IN DOLLARS) 


TYPE OF EXPENDITURE 


FAMILY INCOME Taxes Maintenance Other 


Number of Number of Number of 
Respondents Respondents Respondents Total 


ee 


Less than $5,000 $103.46 26 $21.2.59% 29 $349.64 14 $ 665.69 


$ 5,000-$ 7,999 16:30 seed 195.65 84 280.93... 61 554.88 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 74.57 ©» 65 177.24 68 324.10 50 575.91 


$12,000 - $14,999 91.38 40 277.76 45 389.71 34 758.85 


$15,000 and over 13343 en7S 419.53 74 801.36 55 1,354.02 


Average Expenditure 


All Income Groups $ 96.01 288 $260.65 300 $446.55 214 $ 803.21 


eaispre 


ference in response to income category. The 
highest expenditure of $42.59 was found to 
be by cottage owners in the annual family 
income group of $5,000 to $7,999. Other- 
wise, there is a trend towards increasing 
expenditure as income increases. (See the 
two following tables. ) 


Expenditure on Boats 


Sailboats, Canoes and Rowboats 


Average expenditure on sailboats, canoes 
and rowboats was found to be $13.93 per 
boat owner. This average is higher than the 
average calculated earlier due to the dif- 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURE ON SAILBOATS, CANOES AND ROWBOATS, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 
(IN DOLLARS) 


ORIGIN 


FAMILY INCOME Other 
Ontario Provinces 


Less than $5,000 


$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 


$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


AVERAGE EXPENDITURE PER RESPONDENT BOAT OWNER, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND TYPE OF BOAT 
(IN DOLLARS) 


TYPE OF BOAT 


FAMILY INCOME Sailboat/Canoe/ Outboard Inboard 
Rowboat Motorboat Motorboat 
Less than $5,000 $ 4.58 $ 86.93 $ — 
$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 42.59 66.38 93.00 
$ 8,000 - $11,999 4.03 76.16 128.33 
$12,000 - $14,999 7.70 102.51 362.50 
$15,000 and over 10.39 109.22 144.09 
Average Expenditure $ 13.93 $ 88.12 $164.00 


All Income Groups 


cassia ONE ts 


Outboard Motorboats 


Except for the income group of 0—$5,000 
per annum, the average expenditure on 
boats increases with family income of the 


cottage owner. The average expenditure for 
all groups was found to be $88.12. (See the 
previous table and the table following. ) 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURE ON OUTBOARD MOTORBOATS, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 
(IN DOLLARS) 


FAMILY INCOME 


Ontario 


Less than $5,000 
$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 


$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


$13,953 


Inboard Motorboats 


The expenditure pattern on inboard 
motorboats was found to be very different 
from that of the other two boat types. The 
lowest income group did not report any 
inboard motorboats and the highest average 
expenditure was reported by cottage owners 
in the income group of $12,000 to $14,999 
per year. However, the average for all 


ORIGIN 


Other 
Provinces 


groups was $164.00. These statistics may 
not be reliable because only 17 people re- 
ported expenditures on inboard motorboats 
and. of these, 11 were in the income group 
of more than $15,000 per year. The re- 
maining six were distributed in the other 
three income groups. (See the following 


table, and the table on page 54.) 
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RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURE ON INBOARD MOTORBOATS, 
BY FAMILY INCOME AND ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 
(IN DOLLARS) 


FAMILY INCOME 
Ontario 


Less than $5,000 
$ 5,000 -$ 7,999 


$ 8,000 - $11,999 


$12,000 - $14,999 


$15,000 and over 


Summary 


The average expenditure reported by cot- 
tage owners in the lowest income class (less 
than $5,000 per year) was higher than that 
reported by the next two income groups. 
This poses a problem to the interpreter. A 
large proportion of respondents in this in- 
come class are retired and may be living on 
savings as well as pension. If this is so, 


ORIGIN 


Other 
U.S.A. Provinces 


the income they report would not reflect 
their spending pattern. This could account 
for the anomaly in spending patterns re- 
ported by the lowest income group. 


Leaving the 0 to $5,000 income group 
aside, it can be seen that expenditures on 
cottage, boat, and other expenses are 
closely correlated with the annual family 
income of the cottage owner. 
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CHAPTER IV 


Economic Significance of Cottages 


Expenditures by cottagers relating to the 
usage of their cottages and boats were 
analyzed. To arrive at total expenditure 
figures, a breakdown of expenditures by 
cottage areas was used, but because of the 
very small sample size, discussion of ex- 
penditures by cottage areas has been omit- 
ted, and only summaries of the areas have 
been included. 


Unfortunately, many respondents did not 
answer the expenditure questions. For ex- 
ample, only 67 per cent of the 347 respond- 
ents answered the question regarding their 
annual expenditures on usage of cottage. 
This non-response reduced the effective 
sample size (for this part of the analysis ) 
to only 0.12 per cent of all cottages. Non- 
response could be partially attributed to 
the vagueness of the question, or perhaps 
because people could not recall expenses 
or did not wish to report them. Also, since 
the questionnaire did not separate the ex- 
penditures into summer and winter ex- 
penditures, projections may be more diffi- 
cult than expected. 


Taxes on Cottage and Area 


Of the 347 respondents to the survey, 312 
reported the amount of taxes they paid on 
their cottage. The tax reported varies from 
less than $20.00 to more than $600.00. How- 
ever, more than 60 per cent of cottagers 
paid tax ranging from $20.00 to $100.00. 


The average taxes on cottage and land, 
including road and school taxes, amounted 
to $96 in 1967. The percentage of cottage 


er 


owners paying the various amounts, and the 
summary of these expenditures by origin, is 
indicated in the following two tables. 


COTTAGE PROPERTY TAXES 
REPORTED BY THE RESPONDENTS 


Amount of Property Taxes Number of Per 
(in Dollars) Respondents Cent 
$ 1.00-$ 20.00 9 2.9% 
$ 21.00-$ 50.00 82 20:3 
$ 51.00-$ 75.00 Fa 22.8 
$ 76.00 - $100.00 61 19.5 
$101.00 - $150.00 41 P3ik 
$151.00 - $200.00 23 7A 
$201.00 - $250.00 13 4.2 
$251.00 - $300.00 5 1.6 
$301.00 - $350.00 Z 0.6 
$351.00 - $400.00 1 0.3 
$401.00 - $450.00 — —— 
$451.00 - $500.00 —- —— 
$501.00 - $600.00 3 1:0 
$601.00 or more 1 OS 
Si2 100.0% 
Did not state 30 
Total Number of 347 


Respondents 


Average Taxes on Cottage, Land, including 
Road and School Taxes = $96.13. 


TAXES PAID BY RESPONDENT COTTAGE OWNERS, 
BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


Number of 
Respondents 


ORIGIN 


Metro Toronto 110 
Rest of Ontario 147 
U.S.A. 45 


Other Provinces 9 


Expenditure on 
Cottage Maintenance 


A cottage usually requires some expendi- 
tures on maintenance every year. These ex- 
pense were divided into four classes: 

— repairs and additions 
heat, power, water, etc. 


roads (if a private expense ) 
— others 


Many of the 322 respondents to this ques- 
tion did not, however, break down their ex- 
penditure into these four categories. Hence, 
only the total expenditure was analyzed. 


Average Expenditure 
Per Respondent 


Total Tax 
Expenditure 


$11,191.40 


$101.74 


13,105.05 89.15 


4,545.90 101.02 


1,053.99 117.11 


$29,896.34 


The total expenditure on maintenance 
varied from less than $20.00 to more than 
$600.00. This and the aggregation of these 
expenditures by origin are exemplified in 
the following two tables. The average ex- 
penditure was found to be $263.00 for all 
respondents. The “Tourism and Recreation” 
study conducted by Arthur D. Little, Inc. 
showed the average expenditure on cottage 
maintenance in the U.S.A. to be $345.00. 
Maintenance costs seem to be lowest in 
Ontario; however, some respondents may 
have neglected to include some of their ex- 
penses (ie. fire insurance) that were not 
specified in the questionnaire form. 


= Gate: 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURE ON COTTAGE MAINTENANCE 


A 3 Roads (if a Other 
Expenditure Repairs, Additions Heat, Power, Water, Ice Private Expense) Maintenance 
(in Dollars) Number of Number of Number of Number of 


Respondents Per Cent Respondents Per Cent Respondents Per Cent Respondents Per Cent 


$ 1.00-$ 20.00 26 8.2% 298 92.6% 


t 139 43.0% 307. 95.1% 


$ 21.00 -$ 50.00 152 48.3 18 5.6 

$ 51.00-$ 75.00 i 2.2 66 21.0 1 0.3 
$ 76.00 - $100.00 63 19.5 35 Tad 4 1:2 1 0.3 
$101.00 - $150.00 18 5.6 27 8.6 Z 0.6 5 1.6 
$151.00 - $200.00 38 11.8 9 2.8 S| 0.9 
$201.00 - $250.00 7 Paes 

$251.00 - $300.00 18 5.6 2 0.6 
$301.00 - $350.00 1 0.3 

$351.00 - $400.00 2 0.6 

$401.00 - $450.00 1 0.3 1 0.3 
$451.00 - $500.00 15 4.6 

$501.00 - $550.00 1 0.3 

$551.00 - $600.00 

$601.00 and over 13 4.0 3 0.9 


eucceset 4. uaumsnscmenmremey Se CT 


323° 1100.09 315 100.0% 322 100.0% 323 100.0% 
Did not state 24 24 24 24 


Total Number of 
Respondents 


Average Expenditure on Cottage Maintenance: $262.84. 


EXPENDITURE BY RESPONDENT COTTAGE OWNERS ON 
COTTAGE MAINTENANCE, BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


Number of Total Average Expenditure 


ORIGIN Respondents Expenditure Per Respondent 


Metro Toronto $36,329.52 $318.68 


Rest of Ontario 31,770.52 202.36 


U.S.A. 13,930.98 331.69 


Other Provinces 2,603.97 289.33 


$84,634.99 


Other Expenditure 
on Cottage Usage 


As mentioned earlier, this question was 
answered by only 67 per cent of all re- 
spondents and included in this total were 
probably some of those who reported “other 
expenditures” pertaining to their annual 


vacation only. Also included here were 
expenditures on such items as food and 
gas. The average expenditure was $447.00 
per year and varied from less than $50.00 
to over $1,000.00. About two-thirds of all 
respondents spent between $100.00 and 
$600.00 on cottaging. (See the following 
two tables). 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURE ON USAGE OF COTTAGE 


(Excluding Taxes, Maintenance, and Expenditure on Boats) 


Expenditure (in Dollars) 


1.00-$ 50.00 
5L.CQ- S$ - 75.00 
76.00 - $ 100.00 

101.00-$ 150.00 
151.00-$ 200.00 
201.00 -$ 300.00 
301.00 - $ 400.00 
401.00-$ 500.00 
501.00-$ 600.00 
601.00 -$ 700.00 
701.00 - $ 800.00 
801.00-$ 900.00 
901.00 - $1,000.00 
$1,001.00 and over 


$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 
$ 


Did not state 


Number of 


Respondents Per Cent 


6.9% 
Zak 
9.5 
5.6 
13.8 
19.0 
10.8 
10.8 
Lae 
2.6 
17 
0.8 
0.4 


Average Other Expenditure on usage of cottage: $446.88. 
ae 


EXPENDITURE BY RESPONDENT COTTAGE OWNERS ON 
USAGE OF COTTAGE, BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


(Excluding Taxes, Maintenance, and Expenditure on Boats) 


ORIGIN Number of Total Average Expenditure 
Respondents Expenditure Per Respondent 


Metro Toronto $ 32,319.69 $409.11 


Rest of Ontario 33,276.88 S127 
U.S.A 29,989.83 768.97 


Other Provinces 6,749.96 964.28 


$102,336.36 $446.88 


The following table summarizes the fore- 
going three categories of respondent's ex- 
penditures. 


TOTAL EXPENDITURE BY RESPONDENT COTTAGE OWNERS, 
BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


(Excluding Expenditure on Boats) 


Total 


ORIGIN Maintenance Usage Expenditure 


Metro Toronto $ 11,191.40 $ 36,329.52 $ 32,319.69 $ 79,840.61 


Rest of Ontario 13,105.05 31,770.52 33,276.88 78,152.45 


U.S.A 4,545.90 13,930.98 29,989.83 48,466.71 


Other Provinces 1,053.99 2,603.97 6,749.96 10,407.92 


$ 29,896.34 $ 84,634.99 $102,336.36 $216,867.69 


(See also Table A-10 in Appendix I.) 
Se 


Expenditure on Boats 


The expenditures on boats were classified 
into three groups: 

— sailboats, canoes and rowboats 

— outboard motorboats 

— inboard motorboats 


Sailboats, canoes and rowboats generally 
have low maintenance and running costs, 
whereas outboard motorboats are more ex- 
pensive to maintain as well as to run, and 
inboard motorboats are the most expensive 
to maintain and operate, with the possible 
exception of larger sailboats. 


Sailboats, Canoes and Rowboats 


Some cottagers owned more than one 
type of boat or more than one of any parti- 
cular type of boat. Since boat expenditures 
were aggregated it was not possible to 


calculate expenditure per type of boat. Cot- 
tagers who own boats of these types spend 
about $13.00 per year on maintenance. 


Expenditure per boat owner was cal- 
culated as follows: it was assumed that 
those who did not report expenditure on 
sailboats, canoes or rowboats, but who 
owned one or more, spent nothing on main- 
tenance or storage. The total expenditure 
by all cottagers who owned boats was cal- 
culated according to cottage area. Then 
these expenditures were divided by the 
number of cottagers who owned these types 
of boats in each cottage area. The following 
table gives a breakdown of boat users and 
expenditures by origin. Because of ambi- 
guity in the questionnaire, some respondents 
may have included an outlay on new boats 
as an expenditure. (See also Table A-9 in 
Appendix I.) 


NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS WHO USE SAILBOATS, CANOES 
OR ROWBOATS, AND THEIR EXPENDITURE, BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


Number of 


ORIGIN Respondents* 


Metro Toronto 


Rest of Ontario 


U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Number of 
Boat Users Expenditure Per Total 
In Sample Boat User Expenditure 


(1) (2) (1) x (2) = (3) 


Average 


59 $ 5.97 $352.23 


79 17.64 1,393.56 
15.83 284.94 


10.00 50.00 


$12.92 


$2,080.73 


*Respondents who replied to expenditure question. 
=a 


Outboard Motorboats 


Many respondents who used a boat did 
not answer the expenditure question. It was 
felt that if nothing else, they must have 
spent money on gas and oil. Hence, an as- 
sumption was made that for all those who 
own a boat but did not answer the expen- 
diture question, the expenditure pattern was 


the same as for those who did report their 
expenditure. Given this assumption each 
cottage owner who owns one or more out- 
board motorboats spends an average of 
about $89.00 per year on the boats for 
maintenance, storage, gas and oil. Those 
who have more powerful motorboats spend 
more than those with smaller ones. (See 
the following table. ) 


NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS WHO USE OUTBOARD MOTORBOATS, 
AND THEIR EXPENDITURE, BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


Number of 
Respondents* 


ORIGIN 

Metro Toronto 
Rest of Ontario 
U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Average 
Expenditure Per Total 
Boat User Expenditure 


(2) (1) x (2) = (3) 


Number of 
Boat Users 
In Sample 


pic Osc: 0 
9,550.99 


B27 910 
1,130.58 


$20,598.50 


*Respondents who replied to expenditure question. 


Inboard Motorboats 


Response to expenditure on these boats 
was better than for the other groups. Once 
again, the non-respondents were assumed 


to have expenditure patterns similar to those 
of respondents. The average expenditure on 
inboard motorboats was found to be about 
$156.00 per year. (See the following table.) 


NUMBER OF RESPONDENTS WHO USE INBOARD MOTORBOATS, 
AND THEIR EXPENDITURE, BY ORIGIN — (UNEXPANDED) 


Number of 
Respondents* 


ORIGIN 

Metro Toronto 
Rest of Ontario 
U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Total 


Number of Average 


Boat Users Expenditure Per Total 
In Sample Boat User Expenditure 


(1) (2) (1) x (2) = (3) 
6 $100.40 
7 175.60 
8 180.00 
2 


$ 602.40 
1,229.20 
1,440.00 


155.00 310.00 


$155.72 


$3,581.60 


*Respondents who replied to expenditure question. 
(See also Table A-10 in Appendix | for a summary of unexpanded boat expenditures). 
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Expansion of Expenditures 
and Summary 


Expenditure on Cottages 


It was assumed that there were 200,000 
cottages in Ontario in 1967. Due to the size 
of the survey sample and the possibility of 
bias in the distribution of cottages by cot- 
tage area, the cottage distribution found 
in the 1964 DHO survey was used to cal- 
culate the total number of cottages in each 
area. (See the following table.) This rep- 
resents the distribution in 1964 of all cot- 
tages, not only those with hydro connec- 
tions. Such distributions do not change very 
rapidly. These numbers were used to ex- 
pand the expenditures of cottagers. 


NUMBER OF COTTAGE OWNERS 
IN ONTARIO, BY ORIGIN 


Number of 


ORIGINS Cottagers 


Per Cent 


Metro Toronto 


Rest of Ontario 


U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


100.0% 200,000 


As mentioned previously, the respon- 
dents’ average expenditure by type was ar- 
rived at by dividing the total expenditure 
by the corresponding number of respon- 
dents. The following table summarizes these 
average expenditures. 


RESPONDENTS’ AVERAGE EXPENDITURE ON COTTAGE, 
PER COTTAGE OWNER, BY ORIGIN — 1967 
(IN DOLLARS) 


EXPENDITURE TYPE 
Metro Rest of 
Toronto Ontario 


Taxes $ 101.74 $ 89.15 


Cottage Maintenance 318.68 202.36 


Other Expenditure 


(Excluding Boats) 409.11 


319.97 


Total $ 829.53 $ 611.48 


Total Other 
Ontario U.S.A. 


$ 94.54 


$ 704.28 


ORIGIN 


Average, All 
Origins 


Provinces Combined 


$ 101.02. SS sti7.11. .$ 4 96.138 


251-29 331.69 289.33 262.84 


358.45 768.97 964.28 446.88 


$1,201.68 $1,370.72 


$ 805.85 


Thus, the final expanded expenditure was 
calculated by multiplying the respondent’s 
average expenditure for each type by the 
number of cottagers, by origin, as estimated 
above. 


Expenditure on Boats 
The number of boat owners or renters in 


in a procedure similar to the one described 
immediately above. For example, under the 
outboard motorboat section, in the sample, 
and for the Metro Toronto origin, there 
were 77 respondents out of 121 who used 
this type of boat. Thus 63.64 per cent of 
76,000 Metro cottagers gives an expanded 
total of 48,366 cottagers. (See the following 


each of the three categories was expanded two tables. ) 


NUMBER OF COTTAGERS OWNING OR RENTING BOATS, 
BY ORIGIN — (EXPANDED) 


TYPE OF BOAT 


ORIGIN Sailboat, 
Canoe, Outboard Inboard 
Rowboat Motorboat Motorboat 


Metro Toronto 37,058 48,366 3,770 


45,686 


64,195 4,051 


Rest of Ontario 


U.S.A. 8,815 17,143 3,919 


Other Provinces PP 4,000 889 


Total Number of 


Cottagers 93,781 


133,704 12,629 | 


AVERAGE EXPENDITURE ON BOATS PER RESPONDENT 
BOAT USER, BY ORIGIN 
(IN DOLLARS) 


AVERAGE EXPENDITURE BY TYPE 
ORIGIN Sailboat, 


Canoe, Outboard Inboard 
Rowboat Motorboat Motorboat 


Metro Toronto $100.40 


Rest of Ontario 175.60 


U.S.A. 180.00 


Other Provinces 155.00 


Average Expenditure, 
All Origins 


$155.72 


ial ats 


Summary 


Each cottage owner, irrespective of ori- 
gin, spent an average of $805.85 in 1967 on 
taxes, maintenance, and other expenditures 
while he was on his way to, or at the cot- 
tage. (See page 64.) In total, about $156 
million was spent on cottaging in Ontario. 


In addition, each cottage owner who 
owned or rented a boat(s), spent an ave- 
rage of $12.92 on sailboats, canoes or row- 
boats; $88.79 on outboard motorboats; and 
$155.72 on inboard motorboats. (See page 
65.) This includes expenditures on boat 
maintenance, storage, gas and oil. In total, 
about $15 million was spent on boats. 


Expenditure Analysis by 
Origin of Cottage Owner 


The cottagers in the Province of Ontario 
can be divided into three groups: 


— residents of Ontario (with Metro To- 


ronto as a sub-section) 
— residents of other provinces of Canada 
— residents of the U.S. 


Results 


Total expenditures in the Province of 
Ontario (on taxes, maintenance, “other” 
expenditures and boats) by all cottagers 
was estimated to be $171 million. (See 
table on following page. ) 


Out of this total, cottagers with perma- 
nent residences outside the Province spent 
approximately $37 million; U.S. residents 
$31 million, and Canadians residing outside 
Ontario the remaining $6 million. 


Hence about 22 per cent of the total 
expenditures of cottagers were made by the 
cottagers from outside the Province, al- 
though they owned only 14 per cent of the 
cottages in the Province. However, some 
of the non-residents’ expenditures may have 
been outside Ontario. 


TOTAL EXPENDITURE ON COTTAGE AND BOAT USAGE, 
BY ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNER — (EXPANDED) 
(In $’000) 


Rest of 
Ontario 


(1) (2) 


EXPENDITURE TYPE Metro 
Toronto 


Taxes $e~—7,732 $ 8,558 


Cottage Maintenance 24,220 19,427 


Other Expenditures 


(Excluding Boats) 31,092 


30,717 


Sub Total 63,044 58,702 


Expenditure on Boats 4,766 7,044 


$ 67,810 


$ 65,746 


(See also Table A-11 in Appendix I.) 


Ontario U.S.A. 
(Dt (2) = (3) (4) (5) 


$ 16,290 


121,746 


$ 133,556 


ORIGIN 


Total Other Total 
Provinces Expenditure 


(3) + (4) + (5) 


$ 2,424 468 $ 19,182 


43,647 7,961 1,157 02,705 


61,809 18,455 3,857 84,121 


28,840 5,482 156,068 


11,810 2,451 662 14,923 


$ 31,291 6,144 $170,991 


ee 


Cottagers from the U.S. 

It was estimated that U.S. residents who 
own cottages in Ontario spent approximate- 
ly $31 million in 1967. Out of the total 
expenditures by cottagers in Ontario, U.S. 
visitors spent about 18 per cent, whereas 
they owned only 12 per cent of the cottages 
in Ontario. 


The U.S. residents paid approximately 
$2.4 million in taxes on their cottages. Ap- 
proximately $8 million was spent on cottage 
maintenance. These two expenses were 
probably made entirely in Ontario. How- 
ever, it is difficult to estimate where the 
remaining $20.6 million was spent. Due to 
import duty and the nuisance of transport- 
ing goods over a great distance, one could 
assume that about 90 per cent of the ex- 
pense was probably incurred in Ontario it- 
self and the remainder in the U/S.; ie. 
$18.5 million could be attributed to expen- 
diture in Ontario. Thus in total, American 
cottagers spent about $29.0 million in On- 
tario. (See table on previous page. ) 


Cottagers from Other Provinces 


These cottagers spent and estimated $6 
million during 1967 in Ontario. About $5.5 
million was spent on cottages and $0.6 
million on boats. (See table on previous 


page. ) 


Ontario Cottagers 


In commenting on the economic impact 
of cottaging in Ontario, it would be a 
serious oversight to ignore the very substan- 
tial expenditures of Ontario residents them- 
selves. We have estimated that this amount- 
ed to approximately $134 million in 1967. 


Most economists tend to ignore the signi- 
ficance of residents’ recreational spending, 
but we feel that such a large sum of money 


cannot be overlooked. If only to guide 
future surveys of recreational spending, it 
is worth commenting on the economic sig- 
nificance of these transactions. 


First and foremost, cottage spending re- 
presents a major transfer of funds from 
urban to rural areas. The sample in the 
1968 survey is not large enough to obtain 
an estimate of the magnitude of this trans- 
fer, but an indication is provided by the 
fact that cottagers from Metropolitan To- 
ronto alone reported spending $7.7 million 
on property taxes, $24.2 million on repairs 
and maintenance, $4.7 million on boats and 
$31.1 million on other expenditures made 
in connection with the use of their cottages. 
Although much of this expenditure was un- 
doubtedly made in Metropolitan Toronto 
itself, it seems reasonable to assume that a 
considerable amount was transferred from 
the urban areas to the rural ones. 


The second economic effect, and one 
which is not measurable at the present 
time, is the value of the cottagers’ own 
constructive labour. Many people build or 
improve their own cottages and these im- 
provements represent an increase in the 
total capital of the province and sooner or 
later are reflected in increased assessments 
and increased taxes to local municipalities. 
Although the amounts concerned may not 
be large they are significant. 


The third contribution of cottagers’ ex- 
penditures to the Ontario economy is im- 
portant even though it is intangible. It is 
almost certain that if Ontario did not pos- 
sess outstanding areas for cottaging, a large 
proportion of the expenditure now made in 
Ontario would be made elsewhere. AI- 
though it would be unwarranted specula- 
tion to estimate the amount, it is important 
to recognize the fact. 
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CHAPTER V 


Trends in Cottaging 


Available Data 


Under the present system of recording 
land ownership and property tax assess- 
ment in Ontario there is no ready distinc- 
tion between second (or _ recreational) 
homes and permanent domiciles. Conse- 
quently, the available statistical] records do 
not distinguish between “cottages” and 
other residences. Indeed, it would be diffi- 
cult to draw an exact line between “seas- 
onal” and “permanent” homes because some 
people may spend more time at their coun- 
try home than they do in the city. 


Without a clear definition of what a cot- 
tage is, it is not surprising that there are no 
time-series statistics pertaining directly to 
cottages. There have been only two major 
surveys of Ontario cottagers; one carried 
out by the DHO in 1964 and the one re- 
ported here, done by Tourism and Infor- 
mation in 1968. Probably because of the 
short timespan between these two studies, 
their differences do not point up any mark- 
ed trends, although a few observations are 
worth noting in case of future changes. 


The one reasonable time-series available 
is of the number of “seasonal residence” 
contracts in effect with Ontario Hydro. 
Firm data on these from 1951 to 1967, give 
a basis for trend analysis and projections. 


Projection of Number of 
Cottages to 1975 


Comparing the total number of cottages 
as estimated in the DHO 1964 survey with 
the number obtained from Ontario Hydro, 


it appears that approximately 65 per cent of 
all the cottages in Ontario had seasonal re- 
sidence contracts with Ontario Hydro in 
1964. A simple projection of the number of 
cottages with seasonal residence Hydro 
contracts is shown in the graph following. 
The following table shows the actual num- 
bers of seasonal residence contracts report- 
ed by the Hydro for each year from 1951 
to 1967. 


NUMBER OF COTTAGES WITH 
ONTARIO HYDRO SEASONAL 
RESIDENCE CONTRACTS 


NUMBER 


49,913 
55,159 
57,016 
62,183 
68,600 
74,390 
79,792 
85,611 
91,390 
95,196 
99,032 
103,415 
108,077 
112,455 
116,326 
120,611 
4255207 
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Graphical projection indicates that there 
will be approximately 160,000 cottages in 
Ontario with Ontario Hydro seasonal con- 
tracts in 1975. Assuming that the estimated 
ratio of 65 per cent cottages with Ontario 
Hydro contracts remains constant, the esti- 
mated total number of cottages in Ontario 
in 1975 would be about 250,000. The fact 
that this graph shows a straight line and 
not a geometric curve is explainable. At 
the time when both population and income 
were increasing at exponential rates, it 
would be expected that the demand for 
cottages would closely follow the increase 
in gross domestic product. The fact that 
this apparently has not been the case could 
be due to a number of circumstances; and 
although we cannot ascertain to what 
degree each hypothetical factor may have 
controlled the rate of increase in Ontario 
Hydro seasonal contracts, it is worth noting 
these ideas to guide future studies. 


First, the observations represent Ontario 
Hydro contracts for seasonal residences. As 
there is no fixed definition of a seasonal 
residence according to Hydro officials, it is 
quite usual, once users exceed the minimum 
kilowatt hours, for them to apply for a 
year-round rate. Thus it is possible that a 
sizeable proportion of second (or recrea- 
tional) homes are not identified as such on 
the Hydro statistics. 


Second, the profile of cottagers presented 
in this report clearly shows the predomin- 
ance of heads of households in the 45-65 
year old bracket. Length of ownership 
figures would indicate that the majority of 
purchases are made by people.in the 30-50 
year age bracket. The large bulge of post- 
war babies will begin to reach this age 
starting in about 1975 and, therefore, we 
may expect to look forward to a marked in- 
crease in demand for cottages from 1975 on. 


Third, the cost of land and of contruct- 
tion have increased at least as rapidly as 
per capita disposable income, and thus it is 


possible that a large number of would-be 
purchasers simply cannot afford cottages in 
the present economic situation. 


Fourth, it is possible that the indicated 
rate of increase does not represent the de- 
mand for cottages at all, but simply the 
rate of supply of new electrical connections 
by Ontario Hydro. In some areas of the 
Province, private hydro-electric companies 
provide power. These cottage owners are 
not included in the sample or in the graph. 


We must conclude that it is necessary to 
treat this graphical projection with a great 
deal of caution and to make careful obser- 
vations in future before drawing too rigid 
conclusions about the future of the cottage 
market in Ontario. 


Other Indicators 


Although there is a severe need for time- 
series statistics pertaining to cottage owner- 
ship, there are a few other indicators, 
which, although they present no clear pic- 
ture, do provide hints as to points to watch 
carefully in future studies. A few of these 
are commented on next. These observations 
do not necessarily emerge from the survey. 


Snowmobiles and Cottage Utilization 


The sudden popularity of snowmobiles in 
the last few years has opened up many new 
areas during the winter months. Snow- 
mobiles have made many cottage areas 
easily accessible in winter which otherwise 
could not be reached in this season. Also, 
as a sports activity per se, snowmobiling 
induces many cottagers to make use of their 
cottage in winter, particularly if it is in a 
remote area. One cannot predict the exact 
impact of snowmobiles on cottage usage, 
although there are indications that by 1975 
the winter utilization of cottages might at 
least double. 


The cottage owners in the survey were 
not asked if they own snowmobiles; so it 


pare fs | 


was not possible to establish any relation- 
ship between winter utilization of cottages 
and snowmobile ownership. Beginning in 
1968, all the snowmobiles in Ontario had 
to be registered. The table on the following 
page shows the number of snowmobiles re- 
gistered in Ontario and historical growth in 
ownership, estimated from various sources. 


By 1975, we can expect that there could be 
at least 330,000 snowmobiles in Ontario, as 
the number has been doubling almost every 
year, although one cannot presume that this 
rate of increase will continue indefinitely. 
The effect of this rapid increase in popu- 
larity of an outdoor winter sport compatible 
with cottaging deserves careful attention. 


NUMBER OF SNOWMOBILES IN ONTARIO 


NUMBER 


19,350 


SOURCE 


Travel Habits of Ontario Households, Travel 


Research Branch, Ontario Department of 
Tourism and Information. 


1968 38,000 


1969 61,000+ 6,000 
=67,000 


1970 120,000 


Toronto Daily Star, February 1, 1969. 


Number of snowmobiles registered plus 10%, 
Department of Transport. 


Registered snowmobiles plus 5%, Department 


of Transport. 


The Work Week and the School Year 


The capacity of our transportation sys- 
tems is severly strained on summer week- 
ends. The traffic, even now, may be a major 
constraint on the demand for cottages from 
certain large urban areas. If the pattern of 
the work week or the school year were 
changed, the result on demand for cottages 
could be tremendous. 


Government Planning 
Future government planning will un- 
doubtedly place more stringent controls 
over presently undeveloped crown land, 
thus also affecting the supply. 


Summary 


Existing data do not provide a basis for 
confident projection of cottage demand. 


The time-series of statistics is too short and 
the market variables too complex. 


In fact, the supply and demand of out- 
door recreation in an interacting system is 
sensitive to changes in price, accessibility, 
freedom and convenience. The future need 
for cottages, therefore, will depend in large 
measure on all these factors and their effect 
on shifts in demand for all types of land 
ownership and accommodation. 


Presently available time-series show a 
slower growth rate in cottaging than might 
be expected. However, these statistics may 
not represent true demand and it will be 
necessary to keep close watch on the whole 
outdoor recreation market in order to guide 
government policy and planning. 
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Trend to Remote Vacations 


An observation of this survey that may 
be of major significance is that a noticeably 
larger percentage of cottagers took vaca- 
tions (or parts of them) away from their 
cottages in 1966 than in 1963. The differ- 
ence may not be statistically significant, but 
the increasing frequency of foreign travel 
and the presently widening deficit in the 
balance of payments reinforces this obser- 
vation and suggests that this point is worth 
watching. 


Change in Family Formation Patterns 


It may well be that young people who 
postpone having children may find it just as 
economical, freer and less troublesome to 
travel widely using commercial accommo- 
dation than to tie themselves down to a 
second home. 


Camping and Mobile Homes 

The popularity of camping and trailering 
has increased rapidly during the past ten to 
fifteen years. This may be due to a number 
of factors including freedom, cost, avail- 
ability, security and ease of housekeeping. 
The interaction of the market demands for 
cottage versus tents or trailers in the future 
will prove of enormous importance to plan- 
ners and developers. 


Recreational Opportunities 
Cottage Owners Provide for Others 
To consider the full implication of cot- 
tages with regard to the recreational op- 


portunities offered to the public at large, 
one must realize that most cottage owners 
offer their facilities to friends and relatives. 
These recreation outlets, owned by about 
10 per cent of the households, are available, 
at least from time to time, to a much wider 
circle of the population each year — prob- 
ably a quarter of the population of the 
province. A significant health and recrea- 
tional value is thereby provided for many 
people. 


As previously stated this is only the se- 
cond major survey conducted regarding the 
Ontario cottage phenomenon. 


One other major study applicable to cot- 
tage development in Canada as a whole 
was conducted by Mr. W. W. Graham for 
A.R.D.A. in 1966 (Project No. 15039). This 
report is entitled “Cottage Development in 
Rural Areas”. Dr. P. Klopchic from the 
Ontario Department of Tourism and Infor- 
amtion has made comments on the A.R.D.A. 
report as it applies to Ontario. These docu- 
ments investigate and comment on several 
aspects of cottage development that have 
not been within the scope of the present 
report. 
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Tables A-1 to A-11 


TABLE A-1 


COTTAGE OWNERS WHO OWN MORE EXPENSIVE BOATS 
(SAILBOATS OR MOTORBOATS OVER 40 HP), 
BY ORIGIN AND COTTAGE AREA 


Each cell contains: 


Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
block percentage, 
overall percentage 
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SIZE OF COTTAGE HOUSEHOLDS, BY ORIGIN 


ORIGIN 
ee 

NUMBER OF PERSONS Metro Toronto Rest of Ontario U.S.A. Other Provinces Total 
IN HOUSEHOLD Respondents Respondents Respondents Respondents Respondents 

Number _ Per Cent Number _ Per Cent Number Per Cent Number _ Per Cent Number _ Per Cent 
One 3 2.5% 9 5.6% 2 4.1% 0 al 14 4.2% 
Two 22 18.7 27 16.8 15 30.6 0 a 64 19.0 
Three Ly 14.4 25 15:5 9 18.4 1 125% 52 15.5 
Four Zo 21:2 32 19.9 8 16.3 3 37.5 68 20:2 
Five 25 ZisZ 28 17.4 5 10.2 ] 12.5 59 17.6 
Over Five 26 22.0 40 24.8 10 20.4 aS Oia 79 23-0 


Total 118 100.0% 161 100.0% 49 100.0% 8 100.0% 336 100.0% 


COTTAGE-OWNING HOUSEHOLD SIZE 
AS COMPARED TO ALL HOUSEHOLDS 


RESIDENTS OF ONTARIO RESIDENTS OF U.S.A. 
Size of Households * Owitets'ot x Conese of 
by Number of Total Households Cottages in Ontario Total Households Cottages in Ontario 
Persons 
Number Per Number of Per Number Per Number of Per 
(000) Cent Respondents Cent Index (000) Cent Respondents Cent Index 
1 206.3 11.0% lz 4.3% 39 9,494 16.6% 2 4.1% Zo 
2 458.7 25.4 49 17.6 69 16,318 28.3 15 30.6 108 
3 O2tye 17.4 42 $51 87 9,965 7.2 9 18.3 106 
4 346.2 18.5 ond 20.4 110 9,144 15.9 8 16.4 103 
5 243.8 F3:0 53 19.0 146 5,994 10.4 = 10:2 98 
6 and over 294.3 £6. 7 66 23.6 150 6,587 LL. 10 20.4 177 
Total 1,876.5 100.0% 279 100.0% 57,502 100.0% 49 100.0% 
Average Number 36 43 3.2 38 


per Household 


* Canada: D.B.S. 93-006, 1966 Census. 
** U.S.A.: P20 No. 192, Oct. 20/1969, Data Mar. 1968. 


TABLE A-5 


NUMBER OF WEEKENDS SPENT AT COTTAGE DURING MAY TO OCTOBER, 
BY ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNERS 


Each cell contains: 


Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
overall percentage 


NUMBER OF ORIGIN 
WEEKENDS 
AT COTTAGE Metro Rest of U.S.A. Other 


Toronto Ontario Provinces 
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TABLE A-6 


NUMBER OF COTTAGE OWNERS WHO USED COTTAGE DURING 
NOVEMBER TO APRIL, BY ORIGIN AND COTTAGE AREA 


Each cell contains: 


Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
block percentage, 
overall percentage 
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TABLE A-7 


NUMBER OF COTTAGE OWNERS WHO USED COTTAGE DURING 
NOVEMBER TO APRIL, BY ORIGIN AND FAMILY INCOME 


Each cell contains: 


Frequency (number of respondents), 
row percentage, 
column percentage, 
block percentage, 
overall percentage 
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TABLE A-9 


NUMBER OF BOAT OWNERS, BY ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNERS 


ORIGIN 


Metro Toronto 


Rest of Ontario 


U.S.A. 


Other Provinces 


Total Number 
of Respondents 


— TOTAL SAMPLE 


TYPE OF BOAT 


Sailboat, 
Canoe, Outboard Inboard 
Rowboat Motorboat Motorboat 
59 77 6 
79 111 7 
18 35 8 
5 9 2 
161 ~a2 23 


=.) 


TABLE A-10 


RESPONDENTS’ EXPENDITURES ON USAGE OF COTTAGE, BY ORIGIN 
— (UNEXPANDED) 


Expenditure Type 


Taxes 
Cottage Maintenance 


Other Expenditures 
(Excluding Boats) 


Sub Total 


Expenditure on Boat(s) 


Ontario 


$ 24,296.45 


68,100.04 


65,596.57 
157,993.06 


19,766.16 


$177,759.22 


(in Dollars) 


ORIGIN 


$ 4,545.90 


13,930.98 


29,989.83 
48,466.71 


5,004.09 


$53,470.80 


od 


Other 


Provinces 


$1,053.99 


2,603.97 


6,749.96 
10,407.92 


1,490.58 


$11,898.50 


$ 29,896.34 


84,634.99 


102,336.36 
216,867.69 


26,260.83 


$243,128.52 


TABLE A-11 
EXPENDITURE ON BOATS, BY ORIGIN OF COTTAGE OWNERS 
— (EXPANDED)* 
($’000) 


EXPENDITURE BY TYPE 


Sailboat, 
ORIGIN Canoe, Outboard Inboard 
Rowboat Motorboat Motorboat 


Metro Toronto $ 221 $ 4,166 $ 379 


Rest of Ontario 806 5,527 711 
U.S.A. 140 1,606 705 


Other Provinces 22 502 138 


*NOTE: Final Expansion Based on Origin of Cottage Owners as per D.H.O. Survey, 1964 
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Appendix II 


Graphs Nos. 1 to 16 
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GRAPH 3 


COMPARISON OF AGE INDICES, BY ORIGIN 
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GRAPH 12 
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GRAPH 15 


COMPARISON OF HOUSEHOLD SIZE INDICES, BY ORIGIN 
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Appendix Ill 


Questionnaire Form 
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ONTARIO COTTAGE SURVEY 
ONTARIO DEPARTMENT OF TOURISM AND INFORMATION 


Travel Research Branch 


THE QUESTIONNAIRE SHOULD BE COMPLETED BY THE HEAD OF THE HOUSEHOLD 


Travel to Cottage 


1. Permanent Address: 2. Location of Cottage: 
City/Town anand Sa ee A! Vacation Area 
Previneey State: a3 eS Nearest Town/Village 
County ea ee Se ee i Lake or Body of Water 


3. Method of Travel to cottage area: Auto [ | 
Other [] Specify: 


4. Travelling distance from permanent residence to cottage: ____—=————CSCSsi—s~M idles 
Average travel time from permanent residence to cottage: _-_——————C Hours 


5. Most frequently travelled routes: (Please list highways in order of use). 
(a) Going to cottage 
(b) Returning from cottage 


6. If you normally make stops, please complete the following: 
Place of Stop Length of Stop Reason for Stop 
(ay eet ee ee ee pa Ine pee eae 
C0) ee eee ee ee Sea ae eee GA Te 
(c) 


Cottage Information 


1. Please check one of the following categories: 
(a) Cottage is owned for personal use only cl 
(b) Cottage is owned for rental purposes only bd 
(c) Cottage is owned for personal use and rental use [ ] 


2a. Does your cottage have lake frontage? [cy Fes [_] No 
b. Collage: lot Sizer. 0220s ae ree oe ee ree 
3. Is your cottage accessible by car? [ ] 
boat? [] 


Other? [ ] Specify 


4. Do you spend your annual vacation at your cottage? 


(a) always a (c) usually part of annual vacation [ ] 
(b) sometimes [] (d) never [| 
5. Average vacation period spent at cottage: 
O days [] 3 weeks [ ] 
1 week [ ] 4 weeks [|] 
2 weeks [ ] Over 4 weeks [ ] 
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6. 


a4 


12. 


13, 


14. 
hey 
16. 


17. 


i, 


If you used all or part of your annual vacation in the last five years for travel other 
than to your cottage, please complete the following: 
Year Duration Where Did You Vacation? 
1966 
1965 
1964 
1963 
1962 
Approximately how many weekends do you normally spend at your cottage from 
May to October? (Excluding weekends spent during annual vacation). 
Do you visit the cottage from November to April? Yes [ | No [| 
If “Yes’’ to No. 8— _ Average length of stay: pint) Tt. days 
Average number of visits: 
Primary purpose: 
How long have you been a cottager? Pet YOaTS 
Normally, does your immediate family spend the whole summer season at the 
cottage? Yes | | No [ ] 
Do any friends or relatives spend their annual vacation period at your cottage? 
Yes [ |] No [ ] 
Do you entertain weekend guests at your cottage? 
(a) Every weekend 4 (d) Usually only on long holiday weekends [] 
(b) Most weekends [ | (e) Never [ ] 
(c) Very seldom taf 
Annual taxes on cottage and land: $ 
Annual road and school taxes (for cottage area): $ 
Annual expenditure on cottage maintenance: 
(a) Repairs, additions $. — 
(b) Heat, power, water, ice $ 
(c) Roads (if a private expense) $ 
(d) Other (specify) $ 
$ 
Approximately how much do you spend annually on cottage vacationing? (Include all 


expenses other than those mentioned in Nos. 14°15, 169). 


Information on Boats 


Do you (a) own a boat? [ad 
(b) rent a boat? C] 
(c) neither? fee] 


“NOS. 2 TO 4 TO BE COMPLETED BY BOAT OWNERS AND RENTERS” 
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2. What kind of boat(s) do you own/rent? (Please indicate number in appropriate 


space). 

Rowboat or Canoe [ ] 

Sailboat Cl 

Motorboats Outboard Inboard 

Less than 10 HP ad lout 
11-40 HP aa ‘= 
41-75 HP 2 [] 
Over 75 HP [ ] [] 

3. Canoe/Rowboat Sailboat Outboard Inboard 


(a) Use of boat(s). (Please check 
appropriate boxes). 


Cruise 

Ski 

Fish/Hunt 

Other forms of Relaxation 
Necessary Transportation 
Other (specify) 


(b) Yearly Expense. (Please state your 
best estimate). 
Gas and Oil 


Maintenance and Storage $ 


EIOC Ge eI 
RIL ets 
LI ye 
a | Pa 


A 


$ 


4. Do you keep the boat in the off-season 
(a) at your cottage? 
(b) at a marina or club in the cottage area? 
(c) at home, and trailer it to a launching site? 


Baa 


Information on Cottage Area. (Please check as many as applicable). 


1. Why did you originally choose this area for your cottage? 


Close to watersports Fy Fishing/ Hunting [] 
Close to home fad Close to a town e 
Friends (social) rd Ad. in a newspaper [_] 
Beach eg Ad. in a magazine pol 
Other (specify) [ ] Seclusion of area i 
i, 
2. Please check the rating which best describes your opinion of each facility mentioned. 
Not 
Excellent Good Fair Poor Available 
(a) Shopping facilities hy] ee be [ ] [ ] 
(b) Liquor and beer retail outlets a B (ea | [ ] 
(c) Entertainment [] [] [sq [ | [ ] 
(d) Public beverage rooms ea el Fy ral ‘6 
(e) Cocktail lounges [ ] [ ] a ‘ee [] 
(f) Closing hours of stores ‘a et a: [] io 
(g) Quality of restaurant food and 
services am fad a [ ‘a 
(h) Local prices of goods and services [ ] | (=) a [] 
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pw oN 


Not 


Excellent Good Fair Poor Available 

(i) Service stations [ ] [eal | C] a 
(j) Local roads [] [] Ll [| eG 
(k) Attitude of local people toward 

visitors i iz ia fad [ ] 
(1) Boat rentals and marina facilities a | C] fai) C] 
(m) Golf courses [| [Ga] [] oe C] 
(n) Other recreational facilities bel fru} [| isa [ ] 
(0) Medical facilities [ ] @ [ | [ [_] 


Are there any desired non-available facilities in the area? Please elaborate. 


What is your general rating of the area as a location for your cottage? 
Excellent [ ] Good [ | Fair [| | Poor [ | 


Use of Store Facilities: Please check the percentage of merchandise purchased at 
stores in the vacation area for use during visits to cottage. 


Percentage 
Merchandise 0-10% 11-25% 26-50% 51-75% 76-100% 

(a) Groceries fm C] & C ie 
(b) Drugs and Medications bia fed i hie [ ] 
(c) Clothing a a al C Cl 
(d) Maintenance equipment a re Cl Cl C] 
(e) Sports equipment ad C] [| ie ze 
(f) Gas (for boat) aes C] ie is) C] 
(g) Gas (for car) rat e ‘ei 6 et 
(h) Liquor and beer C] LJ LJ & @ 
information on Cottage Owner 
Age: Pa VOOUS 
Sex: [_] Male [_] Female 
Marital Status: [_] Single [_] Married 
Members of the “‘Cottage’’ Household: (Exclude guests) 
Male Head of Household iy 
Female Head of Household ‘el 
Adult Children (over 19 years) No. 
Teenage Children (13 - 19 years) No. 
Children 12 years and less No. 
Other Adults No. 
Occupation of Head of Household: 
Professional a Unskilled Labourer is 
Managerial/owner [3] Farmer, tobacco grower, or market gardener Si 
Sales e Retired, pensioned, householder fe 
Clerical Worker a Armed Forces/Police [ ] 
Skilled Labourer a Student [] 

Other Pa 
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10. 


11. 


Total Annual Family Income: 


Under $ 5,000 [] $12,000 - $14,999 
$5,000- 7,999 [] $15,000 and over 
$8,000- 11,999 i 

Formal Education: 

Public, Grade or Grammar School [ ] Part of University or College 
Part of High or Technical School [| Finished University or College 
Finished High or Technical School Vy Graduate Studies after 


University Graduation 
Principal Family Car: Make agiiiticn) obigtivun sun telogh wa Yoak 


What is the total number of cars owned by all members of the household? 


One [] Three ‘ei More than. Four 
Two [ | Four [ ] 
Permanent Living Accommodation: 
Owned Rented 

Single detached house a eat 
Single attached house 6 ie 
Apartment [ ] PF] 
Rooms [ ] eel 


Do you have any specific comments that you wish to make? Please elaborate. 


Date: 


aide 


tae 


LJ 


TL 


31761 11546894 4 | asain ae a 


